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A CONTINUATION of 
Refponfe de P Auteur de Diarium Italicum, a M. Ficotoni. i. ¢. 
The Anfwer.of.the Author of the Diarium:Itelicam to 
Ficoromt. = | ae 4 


' A § tothe CrofS of Mary the Emprefs, our Author, notwith- 
A ftanding the great number of Empreffes of that Name, 
maintains, that the Refemblance of this Crofs, both in form 
and character to that of Irene, Wife of Alexis, who reign’d a- 
bout the end of the 11th Century, gives occafion to conjecture, 
(fi conjeare liceat) if Conje€tures in this cafe be allowable, that 
*tis Marg Wife to Nicephorus, who reign’d 3 years before Alexis. 
M. Ficoroni reckons among the Empreffes that might have made 
this Greek Crofs, Mary Wife to the Emperor Honorius, who 
reigned in the Weft. | 
Page 11. .A Seal of Lead hanging with the Figure of the Em- | 
perors M, Aurelius and Lucias oe is fo rare and fingular, : Me t ; 
| x thofe 
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32 he tttorkd of the Leannen; 
thofe who have writ of Seals and Bulls of Lead, never knew any 
that came near to this piece of Antiquity: But M, Ficoroms looks 
upon them as Things of {mall Value. The 6.ancient Medals of. 
Lead which he quotes here have nothing common with Seals. 

Our Author iays of the Foot of Venus of Amber, which M.:. 
Trevifani has, Florentiffimam arcis clet ZEtatem. i..e. It feems to 
have been made in the moft Flourifhing Time of the Caftle. The. 
Cenfor denies its being an Antique, and.appeals to thofe who un- 
deiftand fuch Things. M..Fabretti, in his Book of Infcriptions, 
{peaks of another Footot Venus of the fame Matter, which he 
believes to be an Antique. Nothing is more common than dif-. 
ference in Opinions as to the Antiquity of thefe forts of Monu- 
ments. M. Ficoroni fays thofe Pieces were forged by the Po/az- 
ders or Greeks, but gives us no Proofs for ic. 

Page 13+ Our Author fays, M. Ficoreni, who reckons § great 
Churches at Rome, fhouldhave added, that of thefe 5 there 
were 4 Principal. He might indeed have faid: that, and feveral 
other Things, if he would have inlarg’d his Subject... The Cri- 
tick believes tbat our Author is miftaken in calling Vidfurina that 
Princefs who is reckon’d among the 30 Tyrants, and whofe 
Name, accon@ing to him, was Viforia, wherein he differs from 
the Opinion of the Ancients, as Trebelliss Pollio, and of the 
Medalifts, as Goltzius, Occo, and Mezzaarba, who fay fhe had 
both thofe Names. Our Author gives two Reafons to prove that. 
the Statue Le Vacca mentions, ought not to be taken for Vilfori-. 
aa, The firft is, that they'would not have ereéted a Statue at 
Rome to-'an Udurprefs, who reigned about Freves : The fecond is, _ 
that the Medals of ViiZorina-ate too ill done to help oneto know: 
a Statue made in a time when the Art of Sculpture was mightily. 
decayd, and asks whether M..Ficorani’s Arguments are of more 
force than thefe. 

Page 15», Tis faid in the Diarium, that the great Number of - 
ancient Vaults to be feen in a dire€&t Linein feveral Places of Rome, | 
may poflibly be. what they called Tabernz,:or Shops.. But fee-. 
ing this is propos’d only as a Conje€ture,. our Author adds, Ma‘o-. 
¥1 Diftwifrione eff opus, i.e. That it deferves a further Enquiry. 
Fhe Cenfor, who in the Extra& of his Remarks. leaves out thefe. 
laft Words, fays, they were Parts. of Bagnio’s, by. which- they. 
fet out the Smoak, which is very improbable; nor can they well. 
be called pofitive Proofs that thefe.great.Rows.of Arches bound-.. 
ed the Streets of Ancient Rome, = 
) . Oar. 
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_ Qdr Author has faid, that the In{cription on the Therma of 
Helena is over the Gate, ad Offium. .M. Ficoroni maintains there 
is no Gate, and that any Man who has Eyes in his Head is able ~ 
to judge which of the two is inthe right. Our Author however 
remembers very well, that he went in feveral:times by a Door 
which was under the Infcription. The Infcription of the Ther- 
ma, as the Cenfor relzges it, does not differ from that of the 
Diarium, but only that in the latter we read a C. for a Gs.and 
that there are Letters in the Diarium which are left blank in the 
other, for which he refers to the Antiquaries of the Country. 
Page 16. M. Ficoroni maintains, that as we go out of the 
Porta Maggiore, the way onthe Right Hand is the Via Preneftina ; 
where there is, fays he, the Sepulchre of He/eza, the Martrze/. 
jis, in their Roma Ethnica Sacra, pag. §28. fay, In via Levicena 
milliario tertio ab Urbe fepulta fuit Helenz. The Nardini and 
all the others place it in the Via Lavicana, and not in the Pre- 
pr gin It is very furprizing that a Roman fhould be ignorant 
of this, | | 

~’ Page 17. The Critick fays, that he copted the Inftription of 
Férentia above 10 Years ago elfewhere than at He/en’s Tomb ; 
and our pig it that he copied it at Helen’s Tomb near 
zo Years ago, tt prefence of People who are {till alive, and that 
from a fingle Stone, which may have been tran{ported to He/en’s” 
Tomb fince. ; 

As to the two Infcriptions, which our -Author relates, p. 116, 
he received them ‘of M. dei Torvei, Bilhop of Adria, in the 
fame Form they are printed in the Diarium, as he himfelf fays. 
He thas thé Letter: ftill by him, where ’tis obferv’d, that they 
were taken from He/en’s Tomb: So that all thatthe Critick fays - 
againft our Author falls upon this famous Prelate,..who is one of 
the moft Learned im Izz/p. . 

. Page 18. Our Aurhor fancies, fays the Critick, that S$. Romain 
receiv'd Baptifm. naked; wHereas the Author fays only, that the 
Pi€ure reprefents him {o:- Baprifmus ibi S. Romani exprimitur, 
ui nudus flat, nec immerfusin aqua, ut dixere quidam..1. e. The 
Biptifm of S. Romanus is there exprefs’d, who ftands naked, and 
not immers’d in Water, as fome have faid; and this istrue: But 
the Critick left out the firft Words, to make as if the Author 
had fpoke.this of his own Head. In the following Remark hs. 
charges the Author with having advanc’d meer-Suppofitions con- 


cerning the Catacombs. Seeing this Reproach is of great Conte- 
| a quence, 
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quence, he endeavours to thew that there is nothing .more con- 
trary to Truth.. M,-Ficoront would endeavour to perfuade us, 
that our Author. {peaks of nothing there but the Catacombs of 
St. Laurence, and-bhy Confequence to make him:-fay Things-thar 
he does not. . He thus relates the Words of the Diarium, A Sins- 
Airis angufto aditu defeenditurin Cemeteriym §.Cyréace dittumi. ¢. 
On the Left Hand we defcend by a {trait Paflage to the Cemetery, 
called Sr, Cyszcas, and ‘ftopping there, he pafles by what imme.” 
diately tollows: Exf porro trita.res eft O vulgaris ampliffimifque 
deferipta Voluminshus, de Cemetersorum forma quedam Obfervata. 
nolis fine nanfea Leloris buc edferrs poffe putamus, Sunt igitur 
é/la Labyriaths Subterrancs, 4. e Altho’ the Subje&t be common, 
and defcrib’d in large Volumes, yet we think we may add fome ot 
- our own Obfervarions concerning the form of Camiteries, with. 
- out being irkfome to the Reader. They are therefore Subterra- 
« pean Labyrinths. 
..OQur Author weats then here of all the Burying-places of Rome, 
» wherein he might have feen all that he relates, and not what ig 
: to be found only in St. Laxrence’s Burying-place. Our Au- 
' thor never faid that he faw any dead Bodies in thofe Burying. 
Places. Every Body.knows that they take themmfrom thence as 
foon as they are difcover’d; but he is pofitive-tmgt he has feen a 





great Number of Lachrymal Urns of Gla{f§ and Earth, the moft 

of ’em broke, fome of ’em faften’d with Mortar to the Sides of 

the Place where the Corps lay ; and that he faw fome of them 

in the Borging place of St. Lawrence, but many more in thar of 
t. 


St. Peter and St. Marcellin. That ’tis falfe that St. Lawrences 
was ftopt up very near the Entry before the Year 1701, as many 
People who had gone into ita great way can teftify; that then 
one could not go in withouta Guide; that he himfelf faw all 
that he has faid of the manner of the Burials,-and of the Turn- 
ings and Windings in thofe Subterraneous Places; of the manner 
how they ftop’d up the Niches with long Bricks, and now and 
then with little Marble Tables; that he obferv’d this chiefly in 
the Catacombs of St. Peter and St. Marcellin, where he once 
went in a great way with the-Abbot Foutaime, and another time 
with the Abbot of Loxvois, and many other Perfons who loft 
themfelves there; fo that.they could fcarce find their way out, as 
he tells usin the 113th Page of his Diary. . After this, is there 
not room to wonder that M. Ficoroni fhould fay, Per aver.come 
egli confeffa offervato Solamente il Cimeterio di San Lorenzo, i. e¢. 

| ey ie ~ Our 
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or Author confeflés that he obferv’d no other but the Burying- 
place of St. Laurence. 


M. Ficoroni likewifé adds, that-our Author fays Pag. 118 and’ 


119, that he faw- in the Burying-place of St. Lasreace, Urns. 
with an Infcription. D. M.: Whereas our Author’s Words are, 
Certis in Locis vidi Urnas Marmoreas, &c. 1. e. He faw D. M. 
infcribed in certain Places, not in the Burying-place of Sr. Law- 
rence, but in St. Peter’s, St. Marce/lin’s, and othet Places ia the 
City. Every Body knows: that fuch Infcriptions are every Dap 
taken out of the:Catagombs. What our Authors fays-of the Urn 
whereon Dis Manibus is writ at length, he heard from:credible 
Perfons, whom he could-quote, if it were needful; and°for the 


reft he has not faid one Word that-can prejudice the Truth of the .. 


Saints Bodies that are faid:to be taken out-of the Catacombs. 

Page 25.. .M. Ficoroni maintains, that our Author took the 
Urns found: at the Gate of St: Lawrence for the Sepulchres of the 
Goths, whereas “tis Vacca who propofes: that as:a Conje€ture ; 
and our: Author fays nothing more, but that one.ofsthefé Urns 
is at prefent in-the Squase of St. Mark... | i 

The Figure of Mizerva-with:a-Batoon, round-which @ Serpenty 
is twifted ;. has nothing common, fays our Critick,. with che 
Phaeton of: Minerva Medica :: But can- one better reprefent :}i~ 
nerva. Medica than by. an Antick, . wherein that..Goddefs is en« 
grav'd with the Symbol: of :Phyfick... MaFicorow: fappofes; that: 
this Minerva was: called: -Medica froma College ‘of: Phy fitians:: 
But the true reafon of this Name was, becaufe {he was invoked: 
for Health as much as Apollo Medicus; whovhad_a liule: Temples 
in another part of :the:Ciry. 

Page 26. He fays that the ill carved Animat before S> Brbians. 
does‘not deferve.a Defcription; .and. he leaves out thac tha: 
Statue is' the famous Urfus Pileatus, that, gave Name-sto a quits: 
tes.of. the City, which he-mentions only by the way. ; 

Page 27. M. Ficoront seje€ts,-:withour-explaining himfelf-any. 
further; the good Proofs our Author gives,. that the Buildings. 
called the 7 Halls was the Nympbheum Claudii, and asks why 5%» 
calls ’em»the 7 Halls; feeing-there ate-9. Our Author relates 

what he learn’d upon the Plates: Which is, becapie each o:- 
‘em has 7 Doors of Communication oneiwith another; therefore: 
they. equivosated :on the: Number 7.. The-Critick gives us ano-s 
ther: Reafon, which he refers to the People of the Country 5 oc- 
fides thefe 7 Doors.of Communigation, there is pne.which, hooks 
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out to the Contry ; and thus we muft woderftand M. Ecoroni 
when he fays there are 8. y ; ae SOLA 

Page 28. Our Author did-not fay, that the Ruins before S. Pi. 
etro in Vincolt are the Portitus Claudia; he {peaks, there in ptain 
Terms of an Old Building which is between the Baths of Tirws 
and the Co/tfeum, and that with a Fortaflis, which M. Ficeroni 
has left out. 3 
_ For all M. Forom’s Remarks, our Author maintains ftill that 
‘the Bas Reliefs of the Great Sepulchral.Urn of A/exender Seue- 
rus and Mamméa exprefs the Funeral Paftimes, oz. Men 
quite naked, who lead Horfes by the Bridle. We may feez 
Proof of it in the Diary it felf, Pag. 10. Le Vacca, who fays it 
reprefents the Rape of the Sabine Virgins and Bellori, who takes 
them for Battles, are probably miftaken. ti | 

‘The Ligaments that join’d the Stones one to another in the 
Colifeum,-and in the ancient Buildings, were not of BrafS fays 
the Critick, butdron leaded at both Ends, as was perceived in the 
laft Earthquake, when a piece of a Wall falling, they found 
fome of the laft fort. Our Author fays, that thefe Ligaments 
were of B-afs, according to the Repost of Le Vacca, Pag. 232. 
who fpending the greateft part of his Life in viewing thofe Ru- 
ins, fhould know’ it better than.any. other Perfon. Befides, tho” 
they found fome of Iron, it does not follow that there were 
none of Brafs. Le Vacca does not fay they were all made of the 
fame Matter; for in the 205 p. heaflures us,that inhis time there 
were fome found-of incorruptible Wood. As to the reft; *tis 
meer Conje€ture, and going againft the common Opinion of the 
laft Century, to fuppofe, as the Critick does, that it was the 
- ‘Romans themfelves, and not the Gorbs, that took away thofe 
Ligaments. . °Tis in'vain to fay, that the Gorbs, who fpared the 
Brafg of the Pantheon, would. not take pains to. plack off the 
‘Ligaments: For it was their Leaders who hada Mind to fave 
thofé fine Monuments, which does not fay but the Soldiers might 
carry off things of lefs Value; but "tis not worth while to infift 
on fuch Trifles. Pat 

Page 29. Vacca fays they difcover'd near St. Gregory Urns, 
‘which reprefented Fights, and.a Bafs Relief; upon which there 
was as old Man lull’d'a fleep by Infants; with this Infcription, 
In Senetlute me bajulant, i. e.. They nurfe me in my old Age. 
‘Our Author thinks it was a Silene, and adds that this Bafé Relief 
may have belong’d to the Temple of Bacchus, fituated in a 
: . drt 
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Part of the Town: Whereupon M. Ficoront {nppofing that ald 

thefe Lirns were Sepulchral, and thar the Bafs Kelief was like- 

wife of that Nature, reproves our Author, for having believ’d 

that fuch an Urn could have Place in a Temple. The Confe- 

uence is not good burt on this Sappofition; let the Learned 
judge then whether M. Ficoroni be in the right on’t or no. 

Page 30. The Critick fays, that in the Infcription of the Arch 
of Dolabella we read Idemque, and not Itidemgue, he refers it to 
thofe whoareon the Place; but ’tis anfwer’d,thar COS is in its Place 
in the Diary, tho’ they have not follow’d the Lines, and that he 
is miftaken ‘when he fays that our Author thought this Arch had 
fomethirg in common with the Agua Claudia. The Words of 
the Diary are, Ijtic Ague Claudia divortia erant ; which is true. 

Page 31. The Critick fuppofes, that among the Statues in the 
Vineyard. of Matte, that.which in the Diary is attributed to 
‘Marcus Aurelius, is Lucius Verus’s,; and that which is faid to 
be Adrians is unknown.: Our Author therein follows the Opi- 
nion of the moft learned Antiquaries, by whom he will -always 
be determin’d. M. Ficoron: finds fault with him again, for writing, 
that a Head of Serepis.qwas taken for a Head of Fupiter Ammon: 
He does not think: fo great a Miftake poflible. We need only 
to read thofe who. have-treated of the Vineyard of Martei; and 
_ among others M. de Seine, who in p. 543 calls it the Hzad of 
Fupiter Ammon of Egyptian Stone. Our Author fays, ’tis un- 
certain whether the Head of .a Co/offus reprefents Alexander the 
Great. The Critick affirms, that ’tis certain ic does; which is 
referr’d tothe Learned. Our Author fays M. Frcoroni places the 
publick Fifh Pool or Pond at the Hofpital of St. Foba de Latran , 
and elfewhere he has plac’d it near the great Circus. There is 
no mention of it a¢ all here, bue of the publick Baths, which is 
quite another thing, Our Author does not place them at the 
Hofpital of St. Zohn de Latran, but ad Senttum Stepbanum Ro- 
tundum verfus Nofocomium S. Fo. Lateranenfis. And as to the 
publick Pool, does not the Critick know that this was the Name 
of a quarter of Reme, which butted upon the great Cercas ? 

. Our Author, whovhas inferted in his Diary all Le Vacea tran- 
flated into Latin, when he gives us the reafon of his Tranflition, 
advertifes us, that he has always render’d the Italian Word Piz 
by Urne Grandiores; and when he tranflates it Urzz only, he 
means it of the little Cinerary Urns. Monitum Letlorem velm, 


guoties in bifce Flaminit Schedis Urine grandes vel grandiores me- 
an MOY antl ur y 
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morantur, intelligi urnas oblongas inferendss corporibus, que vere 
nacula lingua, pili dicyntur ; cum autem urna.vox fine addito pro- 


fertur, cineraria urna indicantur, qué plerumque non plus uno 


pede late profundaeque funt. It is evident that he treats there 
only of the Urns mention’d by Le Vacca. But M. Ficoroi relates 
this Paffage thus; Momitum Ledlorem velim, quoties, &c. urne 
grandes vel grandiores memorantur, intelligi utnas oblongas infe- 
vendis corporibus, KC. cum urna VOX Sine addito profertur cinera- 
rie urne indicantur, que plerumque non plus uno pede late. profun- 
deque funt. Next he attacks the Author, as if he had. faid that 
the Bodies were found whole in thefe Urns; that they did not 
anciently burn the dead Bodies, in order to put afterwards the 
Bones and Afhes into the great Urns 5. that the little Urns were 
always a Foot Square, and that.no other were ever found; but 
our Author fays nothing of all this: So that *tis hard to conceive 
how M. Ficoroni came to be fo miftaken. 

Our Author fays alfo, that the Marble called Gearile, ferved. 
to make Statues. M. Ficoron: contradiéts it, the Author ap. 
peals tothe Carvers-of whom he heard it, as well as for what he 
he has faid concerning the Marble call’dSasigno,. 

Pag. 33. the little River A/mone, has its Spring at Agua Santa, 
as Nardini, and others befides our Author fay. Fhe Critick at: 
fures us, thar the A/mone is not only form’d of Agua Santa, but 
of other Streams that joyn it afterwards. This is common to all 
the Rivers of the World ;. but what- does. that prove. againft the. 
Diary? 

He maintains alfo againft the Critick, that the great Urne of 
the Priory. of S. Mary, is of'modern Work; that the Nine 
Mufes are not to be known there by their Inftruments ; that there 
is a Figure que.libat inferiis.. A vifible proof that this Urne of 2 
Prior of Malta is modern, is, that one of the Inftruments in the. 
middle, terminates onthe top, by the end of a Crofg of Malta : 
Qur Author has an exa& Draught ofic. : 

Pag. 32. Our Author maintains, that he.is not miftaken, when: 
he faid that the Body of St. Paw/’s Church was fuftained by 80 
Columns. The Column charg’d with-Bafs Reliefs, which is out 
of the Church, isfo illdone, that our Author who view'd it, was 
not able to judge whether it was made for Chriftians or. Pagans;. 
M.. Kreorone maintains that tt was for Chriftians, and refers it to- 
vhe. Learned... , le 


Pag, 36% 
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Pag. 36. Vacca gives anaccount of a remarkable thing; which 
js, that in his time, they difcovered under the Capitol, a Sub- 
terranean Pafflage, by which Men walk’d upright on frm Ground, 
from the Arch of Severus, to the bottom of the other fide of 
the Mountain; and that in the middle of this way, a Bas 
Relief faftned to the Wall, reprefented the Hiftory of Fupirer 
and Europa. Our Author conje€tures, that Le Vacca might be 
deceived, and has taken the God Mithras, whom they reprefent 
as a young Boy mounted upon a Bull, for Yupiter and Exropa. 
His reafon is, that Mithrae is thusreprefented at Rome in feveral 
Bafs Reliefs, whereas we can fcarce find one of Exropz and 
Fupiter;, that they place this God Muthras, in Dens and Sub- 
terraneous places, and that one might eafily take a young Boy 
with a Phrygian Cap fora Woman. M. Ficoroni fays, that our 
Author took it to be the God Mithras, becaufe they found him 
under fome Ruines. | 

. Pag. 37. He leaves it to the Learned, to judge whether the 
fEggptian Figure, which our Author thought to be a Canope, is 
a Diana with a Cats Head; and if that which he took for 
Antonius Pius be an Adrian, asthe Critick fuppofes. 

Pag. 38. Our) Author fays onthe Rupes Tarpcia. Eo redafla 
eft, ut jam modicum praruptt, atque faxi. promieat. Every 
Body fees it, and talks of it alike. Nerdini calls it the fhade of 
a Rock. Neverthelefs, M. Ficoroni affures us, that it is in one 
place, isabout 40 Foot; and fora proof of its height, he fays, 
that a Coach Man that fell from top to bottom, broke his Neck 
and dy’d immediately. : 

The Temple of Concord, as our Author fiys, has certainly 
but 6 Columns in the Front, and 2 on the Sides. Neverthelefs. 
- — aflures us, that our Author is miftaken, and there are 

in all. 

Caracalla Built the Arch of Severus, and M. Aurelizs founded 
the Temple of Axtoninus Pius, fays our Author. M. Keoroni 
thinks he is miltaken, and that ’tis the Senate who Built all that 
in the Reign of thofe two Emperors: As if the Authors of the 
Hiftory of Aaguftus, did not attribute to that Emperor, the Build- 
ings that bear to thisday, S.P. Q.R. The moft Skilful Archi- 
tetts fay, the Arch of Severus was Built out of the Ruines of 
other Edifices, the Corre€tor deniesit. But fhall we believe him 
in that matter before Ser/io, who fays, 43. p. 110. of the 

S32 Venice 
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Venice Edition, 15959. ¢ per quanto fi vede, e. fatto dis. fpogtie: 
daltri Edifict, : ae 

Pag. 29. “Tis Le Vacca, and not our Author, who fays that 
the She-Wolf, and the Statue of Hercules, were dug up near the 
Arch of Severas, in foro Romano, M. Ficoront is of a contrary 
Opinion. 

All good Authors, and among others Nardint, fay that the 
Church of St. Martin, was Built up on the Place called Secreta- 
rium Senatus, as an Inf{cription-found there proves. M.. Ficoroni 
hasa new Opinion onthat too. — 

Pag. 40. Our Author faid, that the Temple of Peace had eight: 
Columns in its Frontifpiece.. M. Picoroni affures.us that there are. 
but fix in the Temple, reprefented on the Medals of Vefpafian, 
and thatistrue. He adds, that they have not put all, becaufe- 
the {pace was toolittle. Our Author having better examihed the: 
matter, thinks with Be//ori, that the Temple reprefented on the- 
Medals, isan other than that of Peace, as well becaufe the Co- 
lumns are.too few, as becaufe they are of the Fontan Order upom 
the Medals ; and that probably, thofe of the-Temple.of Peace. 
were of the Corinthian Order. | 

Pag. 48. The little Temple of the Sun, was certainly in the 
middle of the great Circus. Nardini:fays {0; and Tertullian, im 
in his Book de Specfaculis, likewife affirms it, medio fpatio. The: 
Obelisque was likewife-in the middle, becaufe the middle of fo: 
great a Circle is not taken Geometrically, but contains fome 
ipace. ' 

"Dot Author always maintains, that the 3.Columns: of the: 
Forum Romanum, near-the Mount Pelatin, belong to the Temple 

of Falius Cefar. Without repeating here the Reafons he has: 
alledg’d,, Stativs affords us.a convincing Argument; where he: 
fays, chat Domitian’s Horfe had his Head turned to Fulims Cefar’s 
Temple, and his Tail. towards that of Concord. - Befides, an 

Anonymus Author, who wrote 500 Year ago, fays: p..294. Infra’. 
Palatium, ef Templum Fulj, which can mean-no other, but 
that of whichthe 3 Columns. are ftill remaining, and which went 

by char Name inthofe times. 7 | 

Pag. 44. Our Author did not fay, thatthe Tower cf Franga- 
pani is ot Ancient Times. °Tis certain, that he has heard. from 
several Komuns, that the Fountain which is hard by it, iffued our 
ai the Ground notlong ago. 
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Pag. 45. He keeps clofe to the Opinion of M. Reffgaad, con- 
cerning the great round Stone eall’d, bocca de fa verita, and he 
ftill believes that it wasa Ciftern, withour any regard to the 
reafons of the Critick, who fuppofes it was an Idol. 

Pag. 46. The Birds on the Head’of the Woman in the d/d- 
brandine Vineyard, are certainly like thofe our Author has caufed 
to be Engrav’d, taken froma M.S. betwixt 7. and 8 Years ftand- 
ing, where it bears the Name of.Sivexe: Tae Head-Drefs is very 
near the fame in both, and the difference there is in the bignefs of 
the Wings, mutft be.reckon’d as nothing. . 

Our Author did not fay, that Conftantine caus’d the Horfes of 
Montecavallo to be brought from Greece. He only fays, after 
the Learned Onuplrius Paavinius,.that they were brought thither 
by Conftantine. Pamvinius fays, they were brought thither from: 
Alexandria : Which our Author, who does not {peak onc but by 
the way, has not mention’d. The Infcription opus Phidie, opus 
Proxitelis, is certainly not modern; fee Nardini, 1.4..¢.6. It. 
was. there in.the 13th Century ; fee the Anonymous Author and 
Marliav, 1, 4. ¢: 224. Quorum alterum Praxitelis, alterum Phidia: 
effe titult indicant. So we cannot fee why M. Ficoromi fays it was: 
at firft put there by the Chevalier Fontana, Since Marlian, who. 
wrote. before. Fontana was born, affures us that it was there in 
his time. 

Pag. 47. Our Author for-fromdenying that there was any Tomb. 
in Oid Rome, fays they plac’d fome there fometimes , but it be- 
ing:very rare, and contrary to Law, he fuppofes that the Ruines 
ditcover’d. in Vacca’s time, could not be a Maw/oleum as hie. 
thought. re 

Several have faid that the Ruines in the Garden of Co/oz72,. 
was a Temple of theSun. See Nardin L. 4. a 8. Oar Author.on- 
ly gives us the Opinion of orhers, and not his own. . 

Pag. 48. Excepi one of the Figuresof Mushras, which our. Au- 
‘ thor causd to be made from Barto/’s Draught. He never faid 
that the other Figures, nor the Temple of Venus Silufea, werc: 
copied from pieces of Antiquity. “Twas from-the large Account. 
that Vacca.pives us of all thefe thingsy.that they were drawn, as 
is praStisd every Day, even when things are not fo exafHly ds- 
ferib’d asVaccahas doné. th the mean while, we can’c tell or 
what account, M. Ficcroni maintains, that thefe Figures are 
Counterfeit, Whether Bartof? has delineated the reprefentation 


of Mubras, from a piece of Antiquity, as. ous Auchos thinks; 07 
u- &- from 
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from Vaeca’stelation, as M. Ficoroni fays, *tisof litile and impor- 
tance. Vacca defcribes a Naked Man with a Lion’s Head, four 
Wings behind, whereof two are raifed atoft, and two look down. 
wards, with a Serpent twifting rouadhim, ec. which is very 
eafie t0 reprefent in a Figure. 

Our Author does not fuppofe, there was an /Edicela Martis in 
Mons Viminalis ; but Rufus fays fo exprefly. 

Pag. a9. The Infcription of Perpernia is not a feigned one 
as the Critick fays ; it was Printed at Rome, in the Year rgar. 
sby Mazochio. Gruter had it from thence, and Nardiai from 
-Gruter; and all three relate it as found at §. Laurence, in 
Pant{perna. . 

Pag, 49. Our Author ftill believes, that what they call Tem- 
plum Palladis, is but an Ara, becaufe this place was uncovered, 
and never had any Koof, as every Body may fee. What he re- 
lates by the way of Forum Nerve, and of the Temple of Fanus, 

is Literally true ; as wemay-fee in Nardini, 1. 3. c. 14. 

M, Ficoroni fays, he is miftaken, when he fays there are two 
Pillars of Alabafter at S. Ages, without the Walls. Our Av- 
thor, who wrote this upon the place, can {carcely believe he was 
miftaken, but refers it to thofe of the Country. 

Our Author fpeaks with all poffible Honour of the Library of 
Barberini. What he fays of the Greek M. S.S. is Literally true; 
and if there were others hid among the Latin, having never been 
able to fee them, he can give no Account of them. 

The Critick may remember, that our Author has related two 

Opinions concerning Venus Saluftia, one in p. 223. the other 
towards the end of the Preface: $o that all he fays againft one 
of ’em, is nothing to the Diary, where he leaves the matter un- 
determined. Deane in that paflage, does certainly mean Dee, 
and not Diane, as M. Ficoroni fays. Im other places, we find 
Deane in this fenfe, deriv’d from Gaia. 

Pag. 50. All that M. Ficoroni afcribes to the Author, conceyn- 
ing the Ville Ludovifia, isgroundlefs as we may fee by compa- 
sing the Text of the Diary with his Note. . The Bas Relief, in 
Porphyry of K. Pyrrbas, was certainly there. Vid. de Seine, 

ag. 124. | : 
P Pag. 5x. Our Author did not think it his bufinefS, to explain 
whether the Coloffus of Fuftinian, reprefents that Emperor well 


Or not. _ %. 
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Not only our Author, but feveral others befides him fay, there 
are on the Maufoleum of Auguffus, fome remainders of O.d- 
Painting. M.. Ficorcm: contradi€ts it, and he refers it to the 


Maufoleum it felf. 
Pag, 52. Our Author owns in the Diary, that he does not 


know the Signification of the Word Ba/tlicata... The Critick eaves 
out thisfincere Confeffion. and affures us that this Word fignifics. 
a.Proceffion ; which does not at all agree with this Paflage. Some’. 

Learned. Romans, whom our Author confolted, knew no more - 
on’t than'he. _ : 

Pag. 214. Of the Diary, dudcifimo for digniffimo, is a vilible 
Fault in the Printing, And pag. 268, Sermone is likewife Cor- 
reéted in the Errata. | 
- Pag, 58. The Anonymous Author of the 13th Century, fays. 
that the Yeas in his time, dwelt at Pows Adriani; Pons Adrianus, 
gui dicitur Fadeorum,; quiaibi Fudei babitant. We alfo fays, that 
the Brazen Pine-Apple, which is at prefent at Be/veder, was 
Gilt over ;. the Critick denies both, For-the reft, this Anonymous 
Author, (which he has-Printed in the Diary). tho” full of Fables, 
gives great Light into the Roman Antiquities. 

M. Ficoron:. finds this further to be blam’d in the Ita/ian Diarv. 
He has faid nothing-of the Paffages; where he relates the Author’s 
Opinion without refuting it, nor of thofe where he adds Remarka - 
of hisown, wirhout attacking thofe of the Diary. He thought it 
likewife needful, to mention thofewhere he reproaches the Au- 
thor. for Omiffions of things which he thought not proper to his 
Subjett. : 

Pag. 51. Of the Diary, iz Circo Neronis, read. prope circun: 
Neronis, in Sepulchro Hadriani, 

F Pag. 190. Intra. Monafteri Septum; read. prope Meonaflersp. 
Cplum. 
aa 264. Palatina,.read Palatini, 
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Experimenta Neva circa Pancreas. Accedit Diatribe de Lympba 
«7 -Genuino. Pancreatis ufu; Authore Joh. Cont. Brunnero, 
Lueduni Batavorum,-apud Theedorum Haak. j.e. New Ex- 
periments upcn, the Pancreas, with a Differtation upon the 
Lympba, and the ufe of the Pancreas. At Leiden, 1709. ia 


12mo, pag. 168. : 
A OST Anatomifts look upon the Puacreaé as abfolutely 
neceffary'to Life, or at leaft, as @ part without which the 


Animal cannot live in Health. ©M. Brunner combats this Opinion 
by feveral Experiments as follow. _ 


The Fir? EXPERIMENT. 
He kept a Dog, upon which he had made divers fuccefsful 


‘Operations, as the extirpation of the Spleen, the Suture of the 


Belly, the perforation of it, and the dilatation cf the Artery. He 
alfo made this following Experiment upon the Dog, He laid him 
ona Table, and run a Knife into his right Hypochordria, the 
Inteftimum Fejumum came out immediately at the Wound, with 
part of the Pancreas, of which the Anatomift cut as much as he 
could; obferving all that was neceflary for the Ligature of the 
Veffels, and the drefling of the Wound. The Dog was very fick 
the three firft Days, but afterwards began to drink a little Broth, 
and in few days eat as before, and was perfeQlly well. He ftayed 
three Months after with his Matter, who defign’d to make other 
Experiments upon him ; but the Dog being weary of that Life, 
lett the Houfe. 

M. Brunner, who defign’d to open the Dog, that he might fee 
whether the extirpation of the Paacreas had caufed any remarka- 
ble alteration, made the fame Operation upon another, which 
was likewife Curd ; but norwithitanding all the good. Ufage he 
gave him, the. Dog run away at the Monthsend. M. Brunaer 
Lezan the fame Experiments upon feveral others, fome of which 
died, 


~ 
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died, and others runaway. He had one that four Months after 
the extirpation of the Spleen, was better than ever he had been 
before, and feemed very proper for M. Brunzer’s defign. He 
{trangled the Dog, and opening him immediately, he found his 
Bowels in good order, except the upper part of the Pazcreas, 
which becaufe of its Scituation, had efcaped his Knife, and was 
quite dryedup. The Pancreatick paflage was bigger than ordina- 
ry, but its Communication with the Intrails was not made up 
again. Our Author defcribes here fome particular Circumftances, 
which we refer to his Book. 

He tried the fame Experiment upon other Dogs, in whom he 
found no communication of the Pancreatick paflage with the 
Duodenum ; from whence he concluded, that the Pancreas is nor 
fo abfolutely Neceflary for Digeftion, as is commonly thought, 

Upon. this he obferves, that when this Entrail is taken out, 
its Function is eafily fupply’d by Glands Situated about the 
Duodenum, which pour into the [atrails the fame Lympba that 
the Pancreas did. The true ufe of this Lympba fays our Author, 
is totemper theCholer. He obferves alfo, that. thefe Dogs, 
after theextirpation of the Puzcreas, vomited Choler for fome 
time; 7 ¢. ashe fuppofes, till the Lympba of this Entrail had 
found its way through the Glands juft now mentioned. We have 
here feveral Curious Refls€tions upon the Nature of this Lympba, 
and the Difcourfe which follows the Experiments of the extirpa- 
tion of the Pancreas, is chiefly upon that Subject. The Lympha 
is furnifhed by two forts of Glands, the one called Conglobate, 
and the other Conglomerate. The latter, thofe of the Mouth, 
the Gullet, the Ventricle of the Pancreas, and of the Inteftines, 
yield a thicker Lympba, which ferves for the Preparation of the 
Chyle, and to preferve the Entrails againft the fharpnefs of the 
matter contain’din them ; fo that if this Lympha fhould fail, the 
Intrails would be violently prickt, and could hold nothing ; 
which frequently occafions Dyfenteries, and Vomitings. In fuch 
cafes we muft beware of Purging, for that would fretrthe Bowels 


more. 
M. Brunner tells us on this occafion, that a Sick Man, who 


for 6 Months Vomited all the Nouriffiment he took, was Cured 
by the ufe of peeled Barley, and Broth of Cray-Fifh, which 
cured him in lefS than 3 Weeks. 

M. Brunner, here juitly exclaims againft certain Ignorant Phy 


fitians, who fancying that all re and Loofenefs, peas 
tom 
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from Repletion ; Purge their Patients in thofe Difeafes,and thereby 
kill abundance of People. The Lympha, as we have obferv’d, 
ferves likewife, according to our Author, for the preparation of 
the Chyle, i. e. for the digeftion of Food, but jointly with the Ani- 
mal Spirits. Thefe Spirits, he informs us, are of the Nature of 
Air, and feparate by their A€tivity, all the Particles of our Food ; 
or rather they themfelves, are only a Fine and Subtil Air, from 
whence the Lympha of the Stomach borrows all its Ation. Our 
Author proves, that the Air contributes to Digeftion. 1. By the 
inftance of Fifhes, whofe Bladder being full of Air, hasa commu- 
nication with their Stomach, by a little Pipe. 2, By the Appe- 
tite, which is occafionéd by a Pure and Serene Air. 3. By the 
eafinefs of digefting Bread which has Fermented fufficiently, and 
having more Pores, is moft fiil’d with Air. The Animal Spirits are 
a more quick and perfect Air: Thefe Spirits communicate with 
the Stomach, by means of the Nerves, and are fo abfolutely ne- 
ceffary for the Digeftion of Food, that when too great application 
detains them in the Brain, we digeft imperfe€tly ; which is the 
caufe that moft Students complain of the WeaknefS of their Sto- 
machs. Finally, the Ravenous Appetite which is obferved in 
moft Apopleétick Perfons, and their quicknefs of Digeftion, is, 
according toour Author, a great proof of the force of the Animal 
Spirits on this occafion: For, fays he, this Appetite and quick 
Digeftion, muft proceed in Apople&tick Bodies, from the Ob- 
froction of the Nerves, which hinder the Animal Spirits from ha- 
vinga free paffage any where but into the Bowels, {cituated in the 
€entre of the Body. Our Author, after feveral other Remarks 
that we pafS over, inquires if the Fetus be produced from the 
Lympba, by the different difpofitions that happen to the parts of this 
Liquor, or if it be Form’d in the Egg before Conception: So as 
the firft Woman contain’d in Her Body all Mankind. He anfwers, 
1. Thatif Eve had contain’d in her Ovarium all that are, or {hall 
be Born, her Ovarium mult have been bigger than her whole 
Body ; however little we fuppofe thofe Men muft have been. 
2, That ifa Child were totally Form’d in the Egg before Con- 
ception,. it would be impoffible to conceive, how the imagination 
of the Mother, fhould have an Influence on the Body of the 
Child, fo as to bring *em forth in MonftrousShapes, as we too 
frequently {ee it does... : 
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A Treatife of Gaming, wherein the principal Queftions of Natu- 
rnl and Moral Laws which relate to this Matter are confidercd. 
By John Barbeyrac. At Amfterdam, 1709. in 8v0. p. 646. 


Hough properly fpeaking M. Barbeyrac has given us no- 
T thing in a manner but Tranflations, *tis eafie to perceive by 
his way of tranflating, that he perfettly underftands the Subjeét 
of his Authors, and by his Notes, thar he is capable to produce 
Works of his own. Thofe who have form’d this Idea of him, 
will be confirm’d in it by reading this Treatife about Gaming, 
which is very exact, profound and judicious. He is neither 2 
four Pedagogue, that lays Burdens upon the Neck of his Difci- 
ples, that they will not touch with one of their Fingers,and who 
not being able to partake in certain harmlefs Pleafures, or having 
no relifh for them, condemn them with the utmoft Severity ; 
nor is he a complaifant Cafuift, who debarring himfelf of no- 
thing, grants more to the Paflions and vicious Inclinations of o- 
ther Men than they defire. M. Barbeyrac obferves an equal 
Medium between thefe two Extreams ; and without over-ftretch- 
ing, he diftinguifhes every where betwixt what Reafon and Reli- 
sion allow, and what they forbid; betwixt Things that are nei- 
ther bad -in themfelves, nor in their Circumftances, and thofe that 
are foin both. He informs us how he has manag’d the Matter 
thus. I have endeavourd, fays he, to handle the Subjeé 
throughly, and to fay enough on each Article, to decide all the 
Cafes that may relate to it. I have laid down clear and fimple 
Principles ; I have drawn the neceffary Confequences frorn them, 
and follow’d’’em in every thing whither they led me to, withour 
puzzling my felf inany Thing. I havecalmly examin’d the Good 
and the Bad in all the Queftions that offered: I have examin’l 
the Things in themfelves, and as if J had been the farft char me- 
ditated upon: ’em, I have confulted my own fdeas rather than 
thofe of others. 

1. The Work is divided into four Books; the firft, containing 
3 Chapters, fhews, that Gaming in it felf contains nothing un- 
re e2 warantable 
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warrantable, either by the Laws of Nature, or Religion’ Our 
Author particularly examines the Nature of Chance Games; he 
attempts to prove, that they contain nothing which renders them 
more criminal than others, He fhews, that no Game init felf 
is contrary-to the Spirit of tne Gofpel ; and from thence he takes 
occafion to explain in a few Words the Genius and general Prin- 
ciples of Chriftian Morality, in oppofition to the over-ttrain’d Ideas 
that fome have given of it on feveral Subjetts.. He. enlarges 
much upon this Head, which is not the leaft material i his 
Book, and deferves particular Attention. 

_M. Barbeyrac proves, that Gaming in it felf is lawful thus, 
either we play for fomething or nothing. In the firft Cafe, ’tis 
meer Recreation, which has not the leaft Appearance of a Crime; 
Ir is too fevere to fay with Mr. Pafcal, Artic. 26. Sed. 3. that all 
Diverfion has fomewhat in it unbecoming a reafonable Creature, 
is a mean Amufement, a falfe and Veet Pleafure, an Effeél of 
the Mifery and Corruption of Man.. (n the 2d Cafe, wecan find 
no harm, if we confider the Thing in it felf. If-I may promife 
and give my Goods .to whom I pleafe, and without any Provifo; 
why then mayn’tit be lawful for me to promife and give to any one 
a certainSum, in cafe he fhould be luckier or skilfuller than I in 
regard to the Succefs of certain Motions that we. agree upon? 
And why mayn’t he lawfully make ufe of the Fruit of his Cun 
ning, and the favourable Concurrence of accidental .Caufes; to 
the Event whereof, tho’ unknown, and out of his Dire€tion, I 
have of my. own accord-laid my felf under an Obligation on a 
Condition which anfwers it on his Part. Tho’ no Profit fhould 
arife from it but to one of the Parties. There’s nothing contrary 
to Equity in it, if fuch an Agreement be duely made and.conclu- 
ded before-hand. Every one is is free to make depend upon what 
Conditions and Events he pleafes,; even the moft fortuitous, the 
Right which he gives another todemandifuch and fuch Things of 
him. With more reafon we may juftly make Advantage of the Gain 
we get this way, after having hazarded to lofe as well as to win. 

In a word, Game is a fort of Contra& ; and. in all Contraés 
the reciprocal Confent of the Parties is the Supream Law; ic is 
an undifputable Maxim of Law, and we do not find in Holy 
as the leaft Prohibition of Gaming, either dire€tly or indireét- 
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The ancient $ews feem to have been altogether ignorant ot 
this fort of Recreation, fo that the Name of it is no where 
mention’d in the Old Teftament. 

Thofe who particularly condemn Games that depend on Lot 
as ill in their-own Nature, fay, that God prefides over Lots, 
which he dire€ts in a particular manner: And therefore, fince 
there is a chance in all Games of Lot, it isa manifeft Profina- 
tion to oblige the Divine Providence to interpofé in fo frivolous 
a thing, which is ordinarily fubjeét to fo many Inconvenienctes: 
But how do they know that the Events of Chance proceed al- 
ways from a.particular Will of God? Is his Operation evident, 
of does it difcover it felf by any apparent Token? What Ap- 
pearance is there, fays M- Placer, that when Two Footmen or’ 
Porters begin to play at Dice, or Lanfquenet, that the Divine 
Providence applies it felf in a more particular manner to direct 
the [ncidents of this Game, than to difpofe of the Fate of People, 
of the Succefs of Battels, and of the Revolutions of States, and 
_ toother fuch Events which happen from time to time in the 
World ? Whom will they be able to convince by fuch Paradoxes? - 
Tis fomewhat ridiculous to imagine, that when 2 Mén play ac’ 
Draughts or Billiards, their Game is only the Object of a com- 
mon and ordinary Providence; and when being tired with that 
Game, they go to Dice or Cards, this frivolous Amufement 
fhould at once become the Obje&t of a particnlar Providence: 
But, fay they, does not Solomon pofitively affure us, that God is 
the Author.of all the Produétions of Lots in general. The Lor, 
fays he, is caft into the Lap, but the Difpofal thereof is from 
. the Lord. This fiznifies no more, but that Men are not the Ma- 
{ters of the Events of Lots, which continue thus to be a Sequel ' 
of the general Laws eftablifh’d by Nature, tho’ the Caufes on 
which the Events in this Cafe depend are alrogether unknown to 
us. This is the Style of the Hebrews, to attribute unto God all 
that in which the Will of Man has no fhare: But we do not de- 
ny, that God has fometimes in a peculiar manner’ prefided over 
Lots. We fee Examples of it in the Holy Scripture, As to Games 
of Chance, tis the Gamefters themfelves who procurethe Evenr, 
tho’ without knowing it, or dire€ting it by a Will that acts with 
- Knowledge, by following certain Rules The Moment we 
fhuffle the Cards, or fhake the Dice, in a certain manner, fuch 
a Mixture of the Cards, or throw of the Dice, naturally refulis 


from it. It is impoffible but a Bowl muft run well or ill, ac 
| ) cording 
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cording as tis thrown, with more or lefs Force, and with 4 cer? 
tain turn of the Arm. This would appear vifibly in Cards, if 
they, fays M. Bernard, were fhouffied fo as we could fee the Fi- 
gures of ’em; for then we fhould fee, that all the different Com- 
binations of them depended only on the Hand of the Shuffler. It 
is fomething more difficult in refpe& to Dice: But if our Eye 
was quick enough to perceive all their Turnings, either in the 
Dice-Box, or on the Table; if we knew each Moment the De- 
gree of the Motion we give them, how much they lofe of it, and 
the fide upon which they fhould turn by the Laws of Refi-xion, 
we fhould fee that all depends on thefe Caufes, without any ne- 
ceffity of the Intervention of Divine Providence in a particular 
manner. We have enlarg’d upon this Subje€t, becaufe there are 
few, on which Men are liable to greater Illufions. Profefsd 
Gimefters are urjuft to afcribe their ill Luck to Providence, be- 
caufe they are poflefs’d with the Error we have juft now refut.- 
ed. : 

2. The fecond Bock, which contains four Chapters, treats of 
the Effence and Nature of Gaming. Our Author difcourfes of 
the Nature of it, its different Sorts, of the Liberty, Equality 
and Fidelity, that are neceffary to prevent any vicious Things in 
the Contraét, and in the Equality of the Thing, that might make 
it null. The diftin@ion of great and {mall Game, to which M. 
Barbeyrac thinks Men don’t give Attention enough, ferves him 
in this fecond Book, and in thofe that follow, to decide abun- 
dance of Cafes, wherein we may perhaps find fomething new. 

When he {peaks of fmall Game, it is to be underftood ac- 
cording to the Proportion of each Man’s Subftance, for, confi- 
dering the vaft inequality of Men’s Fortunes; whar’s a little to 
one isa great deal to another. The Kule he gives us to deter- 
mine this Matter in reference to every one, isthus: If what they 
play for be fuch, that fuppofing they had loft ir on any other oc- 
cafion, or in any other manner, the LofS would not have been 
fenfible, or, at leaft, ought not to have been fo in regard to our 
Subftance, and to the Difpofition in which Men nfually are. This 
he calls playing at {mall Game. : 

3. The 3d Book, which is the longeft, treats wholly upon the 
external part of Gaming.. Mr. Barbeyrac obferves, 1ft the end 


m they propofe by Gaming, which is to‘divert themfelves. This 


enables him to eftablifh uncontrovertible Rules ppon other Cir- 
cumitances. He proves by invincible Arguments, that it is un- 
lawful 
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lawful to play at high Games. He fpeaks of the Temper w* 
{fhould be of when we play; of the Time itis lawful to {pend in 
it; of Cafes where it is unlawful, by reafon of fome difadvantage 
that may accrue by it, whether to our felves crto others; of 
the Refpect that is due to the Sex, Age, Rank or Quality of the 
Perfons, ortheir Pofts, whether Civil or Ecclefiaftical , of the 
choice of the place where they play, and of the Perfons with 
whom. He confiders what Games are moft proper for Diver- 
fion of each, according to their Condition. He fixes the extent 
and obligation of the Regulations, that the Laws do,.or may fet 
upon Game; and he briefly propofes the moft proper means to 
attain the end of thofe Regulations. Such as attentively read the 
Refle€tions of our Author, will be far from accufing him as to 
. Loofe a. Moralift. 

For inftance, his Rule as to the Time that may be fpent in 
Play, is thus. That we may run no rifque of being furpriz’d with 
the Baits of Idlenefs and Efftminacy, we muft always endeavour 
to extend the Limits of the Time that is appointed for Work, 
and on the other hand, to leflén thoat defign’d for Recreation, as 
much as poflible, without hurting our Health, and by confequence 
our Bufinefs. A iittle lower he fays, that when ever we may 
take more profitable and convenient Recreations than Game, ’tis 
always the fureft and honnetteft way fo to do.. The beft time 
for Play, is when by ill Weather we are detained at home, or 
have nothing better to do. Walking, which is otherwife fo ad- 
vantageous to Health, taking a little Pleafure with one’s Friends, 
Reading and agreeable Converfation, are much more Natural 
Leia and which of themfelves are more becoming to every 

ody.. 

As to Perfons who are permitted to play, Mr. Barbeyrac fays, 
if we take the matter in it felf, there isno Sex, Age nor Quality, 
that lays.an abfolute and perpetual Neceffity upon any Body, to 
renounce all mannerofGame. For be we of what Sex, Age, or 
Degree foever, we are ftill Men, and by confequence fubject 16 
all the Neceffities and Infirmities, which are the neceflary Confe- 

uences of owr Conftitution. The Modefty and Refervednefs, 
which ought to be proper to Women and Maids, do not extend 
fo far as to debar them from all Innocent Amufements and Plea- 
fures, If fo fevere a Law were to be prefcrib’d to cither Sex, 
it fhould rather be laid-upon Men, who as they ought, and have 


generally more Strength, ifthey make ufe of it, to moderate _ 
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{tifle their D-fires, and to apply themfelves clofely to Work. 
The Gravity of Old Men is not more incompatible with moder.te 
Diverfions, than with an amiable Gaiety, which renders ir more 
Venerabie. 

But if we confider Neceflity, we may advance, that Women . 
and Mdids who Game, have nor 10 much occafion for that Diver- 
fion, nor ot any other, as Men and Boys ; becaufe generally they 
have little to do, and thofe that are moft implcyed, have nox 
fuch fatiguing and conftant Bufinefs as Men On the other hand, 
Women and Maids are more apt to abufe Game. The great 
Leifure that moft of them have, endangers them to give them- 
{elves up exceflively to play, if once they like it; and thereby to 
engage themftlves in all the ill Confequences of that Diverfion, 
at lea(t if they exceed certain Limits; which they cannot pats 
over, without intirely lofing their Reputation. .Our Author 
thinks, ’tis IdlenefS that has brought Gaming fo much in Vogue, 
among that Sex. . Moreover, Women and Maids are more fuf- 
ceptible of the ili Difpofitions that abufe Games, or that the 
abufe of it produces, by dire€t and neceffary Confequences. They 
eafily give themfelves up to Avarice, and Covetouinefs of Gain, 
even on the moft Frivolous Occafions. They play with more 
heat. They are more apt to ftand upon Trifles, -more fubje& to 
occafion Quarrels and Difputes, more ufed to Scold and Brawl ; 
more eatily Angred, and harder to be appeas'd and agree, and are 
lefs {Crupulous to Cheat, when they have an Opportunity, £7c. 
They fhould therefore take care, that the Game which they like, 
fhould not make them forget the Modefiy, Refervednefs, and 
good Humour, which foits beft with their Sex ; and in the main, 
is their chief Ornament. - 

Hecencludes, from all thefe, and fome other RefleCtions, that 
we pais over: 1. That Women and Maids, who have any regard 
to their Duty and Honour, or to what becomes their Sex, ought 
to play but feldom, and then witha great deal of Circum{fpeéti- 
on and Indifference. He obfervesalfo, that,there are fome Games 
allow’d to Men, intirely forbid to Women. Among thofe, he 
puts Bafiet, Brelan, and Lansquenet ;~which are not altogether 
blamelefs, even for Men. 

Full Age is the propereft time for making the beft ufé of Game, 
and generally of all other Diverfions. Our Reafon is then in all 
fis force, and ths Paffions eafier to prevent or fubdue: But then 
molt Pleafures and Paftimes begin to be lef in Seafon, except the 

Paffion 
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Paffion is already formed, or begins to bud. Moft People have 

then left Mind for Gaming, and in general for all fuch things,” 
the defire of which is not foundéd upon fome Natural Inclinati- | 
on, except we ufe our felvesro them, becaufe they have fome- 
thing that pleafe us. So that when at this Age we impatiently 
wait the time, eagerly feek all Opportunities for Game, or when 
we play with Ardour, and have any regret to quit our Game, tis 
an infallible fign, thdt we do not play chiefly to divert our 
felves, or, at leaft, that-we have an Inclination .to an Effzminate 
and Idle Life: So that if werwould fhun or expel Idlenefs and 
Covetoufnefs, with all their petnicious Confequences, we mult 
even'then, take great Care to play without Eagernef§ and 
AffeGtion... We fhould keep our felves in fuch a Temper, that 
we may both. eafily leave the Diverfion, and ufe it without 
Brawl¢and-unealinefs. 

~ Mr, Barbeyrac makes other as Judicious Reflefticns as thefe, 
upon the Duty both of Young and Old, in regard to Play; bur 
we cannot infift upon them. 

4. In the fourth and laft-Book, our Author treats upon fome 
articelars of the Abufe of Gaming, 7. e, the moft common and 
aft Abufes; and he anfwers the Reafonings, or rather the vain 

Evafions of thofe who abufeé this Diverfion : Such as thefe,that they 
had better play then fpeak ill of their Neighbour; they know 
not how to pafs away there Time ; that they muft not be 
Singular; butdo as others. Our Author gives us here the Cha- 
racter of a Society that Game as they-fhould do, and afterwards 
a general Defcription of the ordinary manner of Gaming, of 
thofe who.-by their Importunities force People to play ; of 
thofe who feem not to mind play, and yet are difpleas’d when 
they are not taken in. All thefe Chara&ters are reprefented in a 
lively Manner, and Seafoned with a certain Ironical Salt, which 
makes thofe common Gamefters ridiculous, and may ferve to 
Correé& them. 

He finifhes with two Maxims, which will f{carce be controver- 
ted by any Reafonable Perfon. The Firft is, that feeing there is 
nothing more Innocent than Game, confider’d in it felf, and Law- 
fully us’d, there are few things more Dangerous and Criminal, 
when the Abufe rifes to fuch a height,*as at prefent. The 
Second is, that we muft intirely renounce the moft Innocent and 
Lawful, nay, and the moft neceffary things, when they cannot 


be us'd without prejudice to Duty. This is, adds - 
ar’ 
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Barbeyrac, The Eye we mnft put out, the Feet and the Hands 
wwe muft cut off, ratber than run the Danger of being Caft into 
Everlafting tire. Whoever calls himfelfa Chriftian, and would 
really be fo, cannot difpenfe with fuch a Sacrifice. | 
Before 1 finifh this Article, I fhall add two Remarks. The 
Firft is, that this Work of Mr. Barbeyrac, is enriched with 
feveral fine Pafiages, from Ancient and Modern Authors, both 
in the Text and Notes he has added ; which are perfe@ly well 
chofen, and plac’d with a great deal of Art.andSenfe. -2. That 
the Author defigned to publifh with this Treatife of Gaming, 
ora part by it felf, a Hiftory of Games, z ¢. A Treatife of the 
Chief Games of the Ancients. He thought that Subje& mighe 
be treated more exaétly, and in better Order than it has been hither- 
to, by feveral Authors ; and that by adding new Remarks upon 
feveral things, the Work might be made equally Curious and 
Ufeful, for underftanding the Cuftoms of the Ancients. But 
fince he foon perceiv’d, that the Treatife of Morality which he 
now gives us, would alone take up a great deal of Room, he 
thought no moreof his Hiftorical Treatife; And tho’ he hasal- 
ready a great many things Colle€ted upon this Subjeét, be does 
not know when his more important BufinefS, will permit him to 
refume and finifh this Work. He thinks himfelf however, fome 
way engag’d to it, fince he refers to it feveral times in the Notes 
of this Book, of which we have nowgiven an Extraé. 
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Nicolai Burgundi Faris, confulti, €7 Profefforis Ordinarii codicis 
in Academia Ingolftadienft, Hiftoria Belgica ab Anno 1558. 
cum Prafatione Nicolai Hyeronimi Grand/ingy.J.V.D. Sacri 
Tribanalis quod eft in Ducatu Magdeburgico Conftliarij, 
Eloquentia ac Antiquitatis Profefforis in Fredericiana Ordinarit. 
Hale Magdeburgice, Preftat in Oficina Libraria Rengert 

an2, 1708. i. e. The Hiltory of Manders, by Nicholas Bur- 
gundus a Lawyer, -from the Year 1558. with the Preface of 
Nicolas Ferome Gundlinginw, J.V.D. &c At Hal, 1708. 
‘Vol. in 4g. pag. 203. oe 4, 


T HE Hiftory of Flanders by Nicolas Burgundws, growing 
- {carce, Nicolas Ferome Gundlingiws, has taken care to have 
it Printed from a Copy he had in his Library. This Hiftory be- 
gan at the Peace concluded at Chateau Cambrefis, in 1558. be= 
tween France and Spain. *The Hiftorian refumes what pafs’d 
from the time that Pbi/ip 2. was Enthron’d by Charles the 5th his 
Father. Phidip 2.. was Born in the Year 1527. Efpous’d Mary 
Daughter to Fob 3. King of Portugal. After the Death of that 
PrincefS,: he was Married a fecond timeto Mary, Daughter to 
Henry the Eighth, who was Heirefs of England. Some time 
after, Charles the Fifth, in favour of his Son Philip, voluntarily 
abdicated his Dominions at Bruffe/s, in 1555. and after having 
Created him Great Mafter of the Golden Fleece, Crown’d him. 
A Truce had been then made with Henry the Second, for Five 
Years ; it was broken by Philip, becaufe Henry had fided with 
Pope Pax/ IV. againit him. Philzp entred into a League with ihe 
Engli/h, and fent 40000 Meninto Picardy, who deieated 1$0co 
French at the Battel of S. Quentin, or S. Laurence, in 1557. This 
Lofs was repaired by the taking of Calais, Thionville and Dunkirk, 
and was at laft followed by a Peace, concluded at Chateau Cum 
brefis, in 1559. Burgundus gives us an account of the Articlcs 
‘of that Peace, after which, Phi/ip went into Spaiz. We have 
here an account, how that Prince, before his going to Spin, ap- 
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pointed Margaret of Parma, Governels of the Netherlands : 
How he diftributed his Provinces, and the Commotions that 
happen’d inhis Abfence ; fome relating to the State, and others 
to Religion. Some of thefelatter‘Commotions were *rais’d fays” 
our Author, by Matthew Launoy, Phitp Mailart, and Simox 
Fuveau. Lasunoy, who had been brought up in the School of 
Calvin, came to Tournay, where he Seduc’d a great Number of 
People, by his great pretences to Piety.. He brib’d feveral Wo- 
men, who feign’d themfelves to be violently. Sick, and Cyur’d by 
him. Thefe pretended ‘Miracles, ‘fay the Paris Fournalifts, ac- 
quir'd him fo great a Reputation, that:they came from all the 
Neighbouring Towns to fee him. He Preach’d, Catechiz’d, and 
oa a vatt Number of Diftiples, who. feconded him with much 

eal, © 3 3 

But the Trick was at laft difcover’d; the Women not being 
content with the Rewards he gave them, reveal’d the Myftery, 
and Lawnoy was abandon’d. He return’d to the Romar Church, 
and wrote in Defence of Her, which makes it probable, thathe 
was us’d by Her to Blaft the Reformation. 

Philip Mailart, and Simon Faveau. Miniter, caus’d great 
Commotions at Valenciennes, where after having procur’d a great. 
Party againft the Romaa Church, they were thrown into Prifon,. 
Their Followers us’dall means to deliver. them, and threatned the 
Magittrates,. who not daring to do any thing, without confulting 
Margaret. of Parma, She ordered the Laws to be put in Executi- 
on again{t-them. Upon which,. they were Condemn’d to be 
Burnt ; but fearingthetr Followers, they cbofe to Execute them: 
by Break. of Day : Which iprov’d: of no Effe&, for they: had. 
Scarce brought them out of Prifon, till they were oblig’d to carry 


them back, to avoid the Fury of the People, who Broke open the: 
Prifon, and releas‘d them. : 


The City of Geneva, was at that time extreamly frequented, 
and moft of the Youth of Flanders, went thither'to be inttru€ted. 
in Polite Learning, and the French Tongue.. But. beciufe the 
Proteftant Religion prevail'd there, King Philip forbad the Flem- 
mings to fend their Youth thither; and at the fame time feteled: 
an Academy for Learning in the City of Douay, 

Our author gives us an account here,, of feveral ‘Troubles 
fais 1 between the Nobility of k/enders, and, Anthony: Perrenot, 
(udinal of Granvelle, the Kings Minitter. Granveve. was firlt 
2 Canon, thenAsch-Deacon of Befancon, and afterwards Bifhop 
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of Arras. He ferved Charles V. in feveral Embuaffies; and that 
Prince had fo great an Efteem for him, that when he refign’d the 
Empire, he defir’d his Son to take Care of Granvelie. This Fa 
vourite did fo far infinuate himfelf into th: Mind of K. Phiip, 
that he did nothing either in Private or Publick Affiirs, wirhour 
confulting him. He was afterwards Created Arch-Bilhop of 
Malines, and made Cardinal by Pope Piws IV. in 1561. Philp, 
who had made him Chief Counfellor to. Mlargaret of Parma, 
Governefs. of the Netherlands, cal’d him-to- Spviz; and fome. 
time after, fent him into the French Country, then to Rome, to - 
aflift at the Ele€tion of Pius V..and after that to Naples, in. 
Quality of Viceroy, Phr/ip, before he. took Poff:ffion of the 
Crown of Portaga?, called him back a fecond time, and intrufted 
him with the management of all the Affiirs of Spaz. 

The great Credit that-Minitter had with the King, rais’d him.. 
feveral Enemies ; and we have here an account of maay Commo- - 
tions raisd upon his Account, and that of Margaret of Purma, . 
Governefs of the Low-Countries, of which our Author treats at 
large. This Princefs was Natural Daughter to Charles the 5h, 
and Married to Alexander of Medicis; Duke of Florence, whe : 
being Affafiinated in the Year 1537. She was Married a tecond . 
time to Od/avius Farnefes, Nephew to Pope Pag/ III. and Duke of . 
Parma and Placentia. This fecond Husband dying, Phidip Ul. 
made her Governefs of the Nethe lands. She behaw’d her felt: 
with extream Prudence towards thofe People, wio were much. 
inclin’d to Revols, and many of them. had Emoracd the Pro- 
teftant Religion. 

The Ereétion of new Bifhopricks, and fet:ling the Isquifirion 
in Flanders, occafioned feveral great Infurre€tions, whict, by - 
the mildnefs of Murgaret, might perhaps have be:n extinguifh- 
ed, had {he continued alone in. the Government; bat the Duke 
of Alva, who was fenrto manage this Affair, affe&ted too mich 
rigour, and brought Things to an extremiry. 

Our Author takes an opportunity here to defcribe the [nqu’ft- 
tion of Spain, and goes back to the Origine of that Privunal. 

K. Ferdinand, and Q, Ifabe/, perceiving that feverai Converted 
Mocrs and Fews, returned to: their Fuduifm. and Alubometi/n, 
and perverted fome Chriftians, they bitablifhe the Inquificion in 
Caftile, independant on the Bifhops, as it continues to this Diy. 
Tais was done by the advice of Cardinal Gon/a’es of Mendvz:, 
Arch-Bilhop of. Sevi/, and. by the Authority of Popz Sextus 1\. 
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Krom thence, after the taking of Grazadz, and other places from 
the Mocrs, it extended to the Kingdoms of Sicily and Sar daigne, 
and to all the Dominions of the King of Spain in general, excepe 
the Low-Countries , Where, whenever the Court endeavoured to 
introduce the Inquifition, the People Revolred. The Secular 
Judges, who tcok Cognifance of Herefie in the Avrberlands, 
could not make ufe of much Severity, becaufe of the great Num- 
ber of Proteftants in that Country ; but the Emperor Charies V, 
would have the Inquifition Eftablifhed there, as it was in Spain , 
_and to this end, Publifhed a Declaration. But the Q. of Hungary 
-his Sifter, who was then GovernefS of the Netherlands, having 
advis'd him, that it would caufé all the Foreign Merchants to re- 
‘tire, and that the Towns would loofe all their Trade, he Pub- 
Jift’d afecond Edi&, declaring that the Inquifition fhould not 
extend to Foreigners; and at the fame time, he moderated the 
Inquilition as to the Natives ; but his Will was not regularly ex. 
ecuted ; and the right of punifhing Hereticks, remain’d ftill -in 
the Secular Jidges. 7 : 

His Son, Philip IJ. endeavour’d a-frefh in.1559, and the fol- 
lowing Years, to introduce the Inquifition; and after having 
made divers Efforts to that Purpofe withour Effet, in 1567 he 

-order’d the Duke A/ba to eftablifh it by force of Arms. This 
R'gour cecafion’d violent Wars, which confiderably weakned 
the Spanifh Dominions. They begun with a Confpiracy form’d 
at Brujjels between 7 Knights, who at laft drew almoft all Flan- 
ders atter them: Upon which the Hiftorian fays that Pofteri: 
miy wonder, that a War wherein fo many Thoufands fell fhould 
‘begin by fo {mall a Number of Perfons. The Articles of the 
‘Con{piracy are here exa@tly fet down, with the Ruin and Defo. 
lation that ¢nfued it. This Paffage, which is the moft confide- 
rable in the Book, is too large for an Extra&t. We refer the 
Reider to the Book it felf for that Matter, as well as for the 
Deftru&tion of Images, and for what was done by the King, 
Margaret of Parma, and the Duke of Alva, to put ‘an end to 
thofe Commotions with which Burgundas finifhes his Work, 

This Author, fay the Paris Journalifts, performs the part of 
an Hiftorian well enough; he relates Things impartially, and 
and not in the Method of Stvada and other Authors. He is no 
Enemy to Ornaments, and his Hiftory is frequently intermix’d 
with Difcourfes or Harangues by the Perfons he mentions, which 
are well fuited to the Occafions and the Chara€ter of the Per- 
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fons, and'are neither too large, nor too frequent. Cicero would 
have his Hiftorian to be an UOrator, and to introduce ne-durb 
Perfon into his Hiftory. Hiftory differs from Commentary, 


which cannot be writ in too plain a Style.. We have in this. 


Work feveral of thefe Sententious Reflettions, which Quintilian 
calls the Eyes of Hitto:y. His Refle€tions agreeably divert 
and inftruct the Reader at the fame time ; his Styleis clear, and 
the Latin correct. 
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Francifci Deleboe, Syluit, Nedicine Prattice in Academia Lugdanc 
Batava Profefforis, Opera Medica. Hoc eft, Difputatronam 


Medicarum decas, Method: medendi Libri duo, Idee nove Prax-- 


cos Medica. Libri 3, ad eofque Appendix, variaque opufcula, 
Accefferunt buic Editiont hattenus inediti Cafus Medicinales an- 
nor, 1659, 60 &F 61, guos-ex ore I/l Sy/uu calamo excepit J.a- 
chimus Mertan, Philof. & Medic: Dol. F Phifie. Meno Fran- 
cof una cum tremendis Syloianis. Cotlegium Nofocomicam ab 
Authore babitum, una cum Appendice de kormalis quisufdim re- 
medior, ad varios affilus ab eodem prefcriptis, tandemque I/?:- 


tutiones Medice in Veneta Editione praterita defiderate. Editio 


noviffime, prioribus Auttior- Cam duplice Ind:ce, uno Librorum 


€F Capitum Opert premifjo, altero rerum ad calcem adjetto.. 
Venetiis 1708, apad Foannem Gabrielem Harts.. 1. ¢. The. 


Works of Sy/vius Delebce, Profeffor in Phyfick, in the Aca- 


demy, of Leyden, €&%e. Sold by Fobn Gabriel Hertz, 170%. 


in Fol. p. 660. 


“HIS New Edition of the Works of Sylvizws Deleboe, ts much 
more perfect than any hitherto Publifh’d. [t contains no- 
thing bat Sy/wus’s own, The Tiertifes are plac’d in better Or- 
der. The*Matters that belong to Fheory are Firlt: Then we 
have what hefays cn Digeftion; which he explains by means of 


Diffolvants;. on the Separation and Diftribntion of the Chyle, , 


on the Converfion of this Juice into Blood, on the Circulation, 


on the Pulfe, on the produ€tion and ufe of Animal Spirits, on - 


the Funttions of the Spleen and Glands; on thofe of the = : 
0 and: 
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From thence, after the taking of Grazadz, and other places from 
the Mocrs, it extended to the Kingdoms of Sicily and Sardaigne, 
end to all the Dominions of the King of Spain in general, except 
the Low-Countries 5 Where, whenever the Court endeavoured to 
introduce the Inquifition, the People Revolred. The Secular 
Judges, who tcok Cognifance of Herefie in the Aviberlands, 


could not make ufe of much Severity, becaufe of the great Num. 


-ber of Prote(tants in that Country ; but the Emperor Charles V, 
would have the Inquifition Eftablifhed there, as it was in Spain , 
and to this end, Publifhed a Declaration. But theQ. of Hungary 
his Sifter, who was then GovernefS of the Netherlands, having 
advis'd him, that it would caufe all the Foreign Merchants to re- 
‘tire, and that the Towns would loofe all their Trade, he Pub- 
lifh’d afecond Edi&, declaring that the Inquifition fhould not 
extend to Foreigners; and at the fame time, he moderated the 
Inquifition as to the Natives ; bur his Will was not regularly ex. 
ecuted ; and the right of punifhing Hereticks, remain’d {till in 
the Secular Jidges. | 
His Son, Philip IJ. endeavourd a-frefh in 1559, and the fol- 
lowing Years, to introduce the [nquifition,; and after having 
made divers Efforts to that Purpofe withour Effeét, in 1567 he 
-order'd the Duke A/ba to eftablifh ic by force of Arms. This 
R'gour cecafiond violent Wars, which confiderably weakned 
the Spanifh Dominions. They begun with a Confpiracy form’d 
at Brujje/s between 7 Knights, who at laft drew almoit all F/ay- 
ders atter them: Upon which the Hiftorian fays that Pofterity 
miy wonder, that a War wherein fo many Thoufands fell fhould 
‘begin by fo {mall a Number of Perfons. The Articles of the 
Con{piracy are here exaCtly fet down, with the Ruin and Defo- 
lation that ¢nfued it. This Paffage, which is the moft confide. 
rable in the Book, is too large for an Extraé&t. We refer the 
Keider to the Book it felf for that Matter, as well as for the 
Deftru&tion of Images, and for what was done by the King, 
Margaret of Parma, and the Duke of Alva, to put ‘an end to 
thofe Commotions with which Burgundas finifhes his Work, 
This Author, fay the Paris Journalifts, performs the part of 
an Hiftorian well enough; he relates Things impartially, and 
and not in the Method of Stvada and other Authors. He is no 
Enemy to Ornaments, and his Hiftory is frequently intermix’g 
with Difcourfes or Harangues by the Perfons he mentions, which 
are well fuited to the Occzfions and the Charaéter of the Per- 
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fons, and are neither too large, nor too frequent. Citero would 
have his Hiftorian to be an Orator, and to introduce ne-dub 
Perfon into his Hiftory. Hiftory differs from Commentary 
which cannot be writ in too plain a Style. We have in this 
Work feveral of thefe Sententious Reflections, which Quintilian 
calls the fycs of Hitto:y. His Refle€tions agreeably divert 
and inftruct the Reader at the fame time ; his Style is clear, and 
the Latin correct. ' 
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Francifci Deleboe, Syluit, Nedicine Pradtice in Academia Luedanc 
Batava Profefforis, Opera Medica. Hoe eft, Vifputationan: 
Medicarum decas, Method: medendi Libri duo, Idee nove Prax. 
eos Medice. Libri 3, ad eofque Appendix, variague opufcula. 
Accefferunt baic Rditiont batlenus inediti Cafas Medicinales an- 
nor. 1659, 60 &F 61, quos-ex ore I/l Sy/uu calsmo excepit J a- 
chimus Merian, Philof & Medic. Do. F Phifie. Meno bran- 
cof una cum tremendis Sylvianis. Cotlegiam Nufocomicam ab) 
Autbore bubitum, una cum Appendice de tormilis guésafdim re- 
medior, ad varios uffilus ab eodem prefcriptis, tandemque 1+ {i.- 
tutiones Medice in Veneta Editione preterita defiderate. Edst:o 
noviffime, prioribus Auttior. Cam duplice Indice, uno Libroram 
€F Capitum Opert praexiffo, altero rerum ad calcem adjetic, 
Venetiis 1708, apad Foannem Gadrielem Harts.. 1. e. ~The. 
Works of Sy/vies Delebce, Profeffor in Phyfick, in the Aca- 
demy, of Leyden, &%e. Sold oy Fobn Gadriel Hertz, 170%. 
in Fol. p. 660. 


HIS New Edition of the Works of Syloiws Deleboe,; is much 

more perfeCt than any hitherto Pablifh’d. It contains no- 

thing but Sy/uias’s own, The Tiextifes are plac’d in better Or. 

der. The Matters thar belong to Theory are Firft: Then we 
have what he fays cn Digeltion; which he explains by means of 
Diffolvants; on the Separation and Diftribntion of the Chyle, . 

on the Converfion of this Juice into Blood, on the Circulation, 
on the Pulfe, on the produétion and ufe of Animal Spirits, on . 
rhe Fungtions of the Spleen and Glands; on thofe of the Gall: 
2p: 
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From thence, after the taking of Grazadz, and other places from 
the Mocrs, it extended to the Kingdoms of Sicily ard Sarduigne, 
ond to allthe Dominions of the King of Spas in general, except 
the Low-Countries 5 where, whenever the Court endeavoured to 
introduce the Inquifition, the People Revolted. The Secular 
Judges, who tcok Cognifance of Herefie in the Aviberlands, 


could not make ufe of much Severity, becaufe of the great Num. 


-ber of Proteftants in that Country ; but the Emperor Charles V. 

would have che Inquifition Eftablifhed there, as it was in Spain , 
and to this end, Publifhed a Declaration. But theQ. of Hungary 
Anis Sifter, who was then Governefs of the Netber/ands, having 
advis’d him, that it would caufé all the Foreign Merchants to re- 
‘tire, and that the Towns would loofe all their Trade, he Pub- 
liff’d afecond Edi&, declaring that the Inquifition fhould not 
extend to Foreigners; and at the fame time, he moderated the 
Inquifition as to the Natives ; burt his Will was not regularly ex. 
ecuted ; and the right of punifhing Hereticks, remain’d ftill in 
the Secular J idges. | : 

His Son, Philip If. endeavour’d a-frefh in.t559, and the fol- 
lowing Years, to introduce the Inquifition; and after having 
made divers Efforts to that Purpofe without Effet, in 1567 he 
order’d the Duke A/ba to eftablifh ic by force of Arms. This 
R'gour cecafion’d violent Wars, which confiderably weakned 
the Spanifh Dominions. They begun with a Confpiracy form’d 
at Brujje/s between 7 Knights, who at laft drew almoit all Flan- 
ders atter them: Upon which the Hiftorian fays that Pofterity 
miy wonder, that a War wherein fo many Thoufands fell fhould 
begin by fo {mall a Number of Perfons. The Articles of the 
Confpiracy are here exaGly fet down, with the Ruin and Defo. 
lation that énfued it. This Paffage, which is the moft confide- 
rable in the Book, is too large for an Extra&t. We refer the 
Keider to the Book it felf for that Matter, as well as for the 
Deftru&tion of Images; and for what was done by the King, 
Margaret of Parma, and the Duke of Alva, to put ‘an end to 
thofe Commotions with which Burgundas finifhes his Work. 

This Author, fay the Paris Journalifts, performs the part of 
an Hiftorian well enough; he relates Things impartially, and 
and not in the Method of Stzada and other Authors. He is no 
Enemy to Ornaments, and his Hiftory is frequently intermix’g 
with Difcourfes or Harangues by the Perfons he mentions, which 
are well fuited to the Occzfions and the Charaéter of the Per- 
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fons, and are neither too large, nor too frequent. Cicero would 
have his Hiftorian to be an Orator, and to introduce ne-dub 
Perfon into his Hiftory. Hiftory differs from Commentary, 
which cannot be writ in too plain a Style. We have in this 
Work feveral of thefe Sententious Refleftions, which Quintilian 
calls the fycs of Hitto:y. His Refle€tions agreeably divert 
and inftruct the Reader at the fame time ; his Style is clear, and 
the Latin correct. 
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Francifei Deleboe, Syluit, Medicine Pratlice in Academia Lugdanc 
Batava Profefforis, Opera Medica. Hoe eft, Vifputationax 
Medicarum decas, Method: medendi Libri duo, Idee nove Praxe- 
eos Medice. Libri 3, ad eofque Appendix, variague opufcula. 
Accefferunt baic Bditiont hattenus tnediti Cafus Medicinales an- 
nor, 1659, 60 €&F 61, guos-ex ore I/l Sy!yi calsmo excepit J «- 
chimus Merian, Philof & Medic. Do. tF Phifie. Mens bran- 
cof una cum tremendis Sylvianis. Cotlegiam Nofocomicam ab 
Axthore babitum, una cum Appendice de kormalis gui‘ufdim re- 
medior, ad varios uffi@us ab eodem prefcriptis,. tandemque 1+/i-- 
tutiones Medice in Veneta Editione preterita defiderate. Edit:o 
noviffime, priortbus Auttior. Cam duplice Indice, uno Libroram 
€F Capitum Opert praniffo, altero rerum ad calcem adjetle. 
Venetiis 1708, apad fFoannem Gadrielem Harts. 1. €. ~The. 
Works of Sy/vins Delebce, Profeffor in Phyfick, in the Aca- 
demy, of Leyden, &&%c. Sold by Fobn Gabriel Hertz, 170%.. 
in Fol. p. 680. 


HIS New Edition of the Works of Syloims Deleboe,; is much 

more perfect than any hitherto Publifh’d. It contains no- 
thing but Sy/uas’s own, The Tiertifes are plac’d in better Or- 
der. The Matters thar belong to Theory are Firlt: Then we 
have what he fays cn Digeftion; which he explains by means of 
Diffilvants; on the Separation and Diftribntion of the Chyle, . 
on the Converfion of this juice into Blood, on the Circulation, | 
on the Pulfe. on the produétion and ufe of Animal Spirits, on . 
rhe Funftions of the Spleen and Glands; on thofe of the Gall: 
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and Liver; on Kefpiration ; on the Lymphatick Viffels, on the 
Nature of a Fever. Next we have Two Books on the method of 
Curing Difeafes, and on the Matter-and Form of Medicines ; and 
Ten Yreatifes concerning Pra&tical Phyfick. ten 

Nexecomes De/eboe’s {mall pieces; viz. his Anatomical Infti- 
tutions; A Difcourfe on the Knowledge of Min; The/es on 
Chymical Medicines; an Apologetick Letter; a Difcouric on 
the caufe of the Epidemical SicknefS that reign’d at Leiden, in 
1669. ard made fo great a Devaftation. Several Hiftozies of 

difeafec, which our Author has treated of, and divers Obferva- 

tions made in the Hofpital at Leiden, 

Seeing Sy/vius’s Woiks are very well kncewn by all Phyficians, 
tis needlets for us to fay any thing of their Merit. His Trea- 
tifes of Pra€tical Phyfick are of greag ufe to all who defign that 
Study: He does not confine himfelf meerly to what belongs to 
M.dicines, and the manner of curing Difgafes, but enquires into 
their Caufes,and gives us feveral curious Explications on that head, 
as we may.fee among others, by the reafon he gives for the Inter- 
miffion of Fevers. They proceed, fays he, from the Obftru€tion 
of the Pancreatick Conduit, by a certain quantity of Water that 
gathers there. This Obfirugtion hinders the acid Juice of the 
Pancreas from running as ufual intothe Duodenum; the Stop. 
page of it makes it (harp, and this Sharpnefs becomes fo excef- 
five, that at laft it forces a Paflage through the Lympha, which 
Atopp’d it; then it goes into the Duodenum, where it mixes wich 
the Gall; from thence it paflés into the Blood, and goes to the 
Right Ventricle of the Heart, where it caufes a violent Effervef- 
cence, which oecafions the Fever: The Pancreatick Juice no 
fooner gets out of the Prifon where the Flegm colle€ted in the 
Pancreas kept it, but the Obftacle is renewed; fo that ihe other 
Juice wh ch fucceeds, and is not yet enough in quantity to break 
down this Bank, coile€ts afrefh; till ar Left becoming more a- 
bundant and fharp, it proceeds as the other to the Intrails; which 
catifes the return of the Fever. M De/eboe, to defend his Ex- 
piication, fays, that Intermiting Fevers are cured by Medicines, 
which {weeten that too great Sharpnefs of the Pancreatick Juice, 
and qualifies the Ferment it caufes in the Intrails, €7c. We don’t 
pretend, fay the Parts Feurnalifis, to give you this Explication 
of Intermitting Fevers as pofitive and certain, but think ie as 
much fo as what we meet with in the Books of other Phyficians 
who have wrote on this Subje€t. 
A Comment 
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‘A Comment on the Book of Common- Prayer and Adminiffration of 
of the Sacraments, &c. Together with the Pfalter or Pfalins of 
David. Being a Paraphra’e on the Sunday and Holyday- Services, 
Epiftles and Gofpels throughout the Year: With Nozes cn ail the 
Rubricks, giving an Account of all the Feffivals and Saints-Days 
obferv’d in the Church, a alfo of the Lives of the Saints, and 
Days of Diftinition mention’d in the Calendar 4 of the Compzlers 
and Reviewers of our Common-Prayer ; of the ancient Ufe of Li- 
surgies, of Leffons, Pfalmody, Calendars, &c. Of the Defects 
of the Romifh Breviary and Miffals, of Horary Times, Sundays, 
Holydays ; of Pafchal Cycles, Synagegues, Churches, Chancels, 
Bells, Church-Mufick, Vefimenis, of Synaxes and Rites obferwd 
in the Communion + of Baptifmal Rites, cf Chatechifts and Cate- 
chumens ; with the Methcd of Catechifing, in a full Expofition ef 
the Catech fms of the Church of England ; Confirmation, Sponfirs 
and Vicarious Interrogatcries; of Matrimonial Contraéls, Para- 
nymphs, Impediments, &c. Of Prayers for the Sick, and other 
ancient Ufages concernirg Clinicks ; ef Abfolutions, Penances, 
Sepulture, &c. With a Paraphrafe onthe whole Book of Pfalins 
according tothe Common-Praycr-Book Tranflation. The Texts of 
the Whole being compared and amended according tothe Seald 
Books, and the Plalms compar’d with the Tranjlation of the 
Great Bible. At the End of the Book are fubjoyn'd the Addi- 
tional Notes of Bifhop Andrews, Bifhop Cofins, &c. By Wile 
liam Nicholls, D. D. London, Printed for R. Bonwick, 
W. Freeman, T. Goodwin, J. Walthoe, M. Wotton, 
S. Manfhip, J. Nicholfon, R. Parker, B. Tooke, and 
R. Smith, 1710. Folio. 


Bout two Years ago Dr. Nichcll:, the Author of the Work 
before us, publifh’d a little Book containing a Para- 
phrafe on Part of the Common-Prayer-Book, with fome few 
Notes on the Sundays and Holydays : Which had the good 
Fortune, he tells us, to give fome Satisfaction to feveral Pious, 
and fome very Learned Perfons ; who encourag’d him to en- 
large the Work, and to fend it Abroad in the Form whereii: 
it nOw appears, In the Preface to this Work the Doctor gives 
X . ts 
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us an Hiftorical Account of the Rife of this Excellent Book 
which he has commented upon ; and of the feveral Improve- 
ments it has from time to time receiv’d ; which I think it wilt 
not be altogether improper to prefent the Reader with the 
Subftance of in this place. , 


Before the Reformation the Liturgy was only in Latin ; 
being a Collection of Prayers made up partly of fome ancient 
Forms ufed in the Primitive Church, and partly of fome others 
of a later Original accommodated to the Superftitions which 
had crept into the Remifh Church in the middle Ages ; as we 
now fee them in the Roman Breviary and Miffal: Thefe Latin 
Services were fomething different from one another according 
to the different Ufages of Churches; and thofe which were 
us'd moftly here in England for three hundred Years before the 
Reformation, were the Breviarium, Miffale, Oc. Secundum 
afum Sarum; compos’d by Ofmund Bifhop of Salisbury, a Man 
well vers’d in Rituals, about the Year of our Lord 1080; 
which were thought to be done with that Exa@tnefs, accord- 
ing tothe Rules of the Church of Rome, that many Churches 
Abroad likewife entertain'd them. Thefe Latin Prayers be- 
ing eftablifh’d by the Laws of the Land, and the Canons of the 
Chorch, no other cou’d publickly be made ufe of ; fo that thofe 
of the Laity, who had not the Advantage of a Learned Educa- 
tion, cou’d not with Edification joyn in them: And befides, 
they being mix’d with Addreffes to the Saints, Adoration of 
the Hoft, Images, &c, the Worhhip was in it felf idolatrous 
and prophane. 

The Reformation being begun in Germany, and having {pread 
its happy Effects in England, fo as to difpofe a confiderable 
part of the Nation towards the fame here ; the Doétor ob- 
ferves, That Archbifhop Cranmer, who was at the Head of 
that great Defign, endeavour’d what he cowd to have the Li- 
turgical Offices perform’d in the Engli(h Tongue, after having 
been reform’d from the Popifh Abufes: But Matters were not 
ripe enough to bring that intirely about in that Reign : How. 
ever he proceeded to Jay the Foundation thereof, and to do 

that gradually which he coud not effect at once: For after 
the Pope’s JurifdiGion in this Nation was abolifh’d, and all 
Appeals to Rome forbidden, by 24 Hen. VIII. 4. D. 1532. 
and afterwards his pretended Supremacy taken away, - the 
ing 
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King declar’d Supreme Head of the Church; the Archbifhop 
laid hold of this favourable Opportunity for the Engaging of 
the Royal Authority to do feveral things in order to a Re- 
formation in Religion. 

For in the Year 1536 the King’s Injunctions were fet forth, 
wherein feveral Popifh Abufes were rectified 5 and the Bible 
with the Pater Nofer, Creed and Ten Commandments were fet 
forth; and plac’d in Churches to be read in Englifh. In the 
Year 1545 the King’s Primer came forth; wherein are con. 
tain’d not only the Lord’s-Prayer, Creed, and Ten Command- 
ments, but alfo the Morning and Evening Prayer in Englih, not 
much different from what it is in our prefent Common-Prayer- 
Books; with a Preface to it; fhewing the Neceflity of Uni- 
formity of Prayer, and of young Perfons being inftruted there- 
in: In this Primer the Venite, Te Deum, the Lord’s-Praycr, 
Creed, Cc. are the very fame Tranflation now usd in our 
Common-Prayer-Book. Some time after this the Litany was 
publifh’d in Exglfh, fomething different from what ict is now, 
and permitted to be read in Churches on Wednefdczys and Fri- 
days. This Dr. Nicholls tells us was as much as cou’d be brought 
to bear, in the Reformation of Liturgical Matters, _ during 
this King’s Reign. 

Not long after Edward the Sixth’s coming to tke Crown, 
thirteen Perfons were commiffion'd by the King todraw up the 
Communion-Service 5 which was done in purfuance of an A& 
which was fome time before pafs’d in Parliament for Re- 
ceiving the Communion in both kinds: And when it was fi- 
nifh'd it came out with a Proclamation reciting that Statute, 
and commanding that it be adimintitredonly after fuch a Form 
as declar'd by a Dire@tion annex’d to the Declaration, And 
after this was broug!:t into Ufe, the fame Perfous were com- 
miffion’d to finifh the whole Beok of Common. ’vayer 5 and 
to draw up Publick Services, net only for Suncays and Holy- 
days, but for Baptifms, Burials, and other fpecial Cccations: 
Which was accordingly done: And the whole Rook of Com- 
mon-Prayer being finifnd, it was confirm’d by A& of Parlia- 
ment, inthe 24 of King Edward, Anno ig4% And theren 
this honourable Encomium is given of it, and the unanimor 
Confent of the Commifiioners in drawing it up, wz. * Whic! 
“at this time, by the Aid of tie Holy Ghoft, with uniform 
“ Apreement is of them conciuded, Gcm” This Cemmon- 
X 2 Praycr- 
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PrayersBook Dr. Nicholls calls in his Notes the firft Book of 
Edward V1. or the Book of the 24 Year of Edward VI. 

Four Years afterwards, the Do@or proceeds to obferve, 
the Book of Common-Prayer underwent another Review ; 
wherein fome Ceremonies and Ufages were laid afide, and 
fome new Prayers added, at the Inftance of Calvin and Bucer. 
This Book Dr. Nicholls calls the 24 of Edward VI. or the Book 
of the 6" Year of Edward VI. 

Popery having been introdue’d again into England in the 
Reign of Queen Mary, and the Mafs-Book us’d initead of the 
Englb Liturgy; upon the coming of Queen Elizabeth to the 
Crown, Confultations were held by the Proteftants about the 
Court concerning the bringing in again of the Exglifh Service: 
And in order to this feveral Learned Divines were appointed 
to make a Review of the Second Book of Edward VI. Upon 
this Occafion the Doétor tells us it was.debated, which of the 
two Books of Edward VI. fhou’d be receiv’d ; and Secretary 
Cecil fent feveral Queries to Guest, afterwards Bifhop of Ro- 
coefter, concerning the Reception of fome Particulars in the 
frs# Book; as the Image of the Crofs, Prayer for the Dead, 
delivering of the Sacrament into the Mouth of the Communi- 
cant, &c. But however the Seeond Book of K. Edward was 
pitch’d upon, as the Book to be propos’d to the Parliament, 
to be eftablifh'd ; the Commiffioners making only fome few 
Alterations therein ; the principal of which it cannot be un- 
acceptable to the Reader to be prefented with ; and they are 
as follow. 

Whereas in the Rubrick at the Beginning of Morning- 
Prayer in K. Edward the Sixth’s Second Book, the Minifter is 
enjoyn’d toturn him fo. as the People may beft hear ; in Queen 
Elizabeth’s Book ut is enjoyn’d that Morning and Evening 
Prayer fhall be us'd in the accuftom’d Place of the Church, 
Chapel, or Chancel; except it fhall otherwife be determin’d 
by the Ordinary of the Place. Whereas K. Edward’s Second 
Book forbids the Ufe of Alb, Veftment, Cope; in Q. Eliz:- 
heth’s Book it is order'd, That the Minifter atthe Time of the 
Communion, and at all other Times in his Miniftration, fhal ! 
ufe fuch Ornaments in the Church as were in ufe by the Au- 
thority of Parliament in the Second Year of K. Edward VI. 
There was a rough Expreflion in the Litany of K. Edward's 
Firft and Second Book, which was left out in that of the 

Queen 
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Queen ; viz. “ From the Tyranny of the Bifhop of Rome, 
‘and all his deteftable Enormities.” And, Laftly, Thefe 
Words, The Body of our Lord Fefus Christ which was given for 
thee, and the Blood of our Lord Fefus Christ which was fhed for thee ; 
were reftor’d out of K. Edwards First Book, only the later 
part of thefe Forms being in the Second. The A& of Parlia- 
ment for Eftablifhing this Book pafs'd April the 28th, 1569, 
and took place on St. Fokn Baptif’s Day immediately fo}- 
lowing. 

In the Firft Year of K. Fames the Firf#, upon the Complaint 
of the Paritan Minifters againft the Ceremonies of the Church, 
and the Service-Books, there was a Conference held at Ham- 
pton-Court before the King ; wherein the Objections of the Pu- 
ritans were heard and anfwer’d, moftly by the King himéfelf. 
At the Conclufion of which the King gave a Commiffion un- 
der the Great-Seal of England, to the Archbifhop of Caneer- 
bury and others, according to.che Form which the Laws of 
this Realm in like Cafe prefcrib’d to he ufed, to make fome 
Explanations, and to caufe the whole Book of Common-Prayer, 
with the fame Explanations to be newly printed. Thefe Ex- 
planations, Dr. Nichulls tells us, were the adding fome neva 
Thankfgiving-Prayers at the End of the Litany; the Length- 
ning out of the Catechifm with the Queftions and Anfwers 
concerning the Sacraments; feveral times PrieS# chang’d into 
Minifter ; fome Explications and Enlargements in the Office 
of Private Baptifm, Gc. Thefe the Dodtor grants were |m- 
provements, but he queftions whether they were done by 
competent Anthority, after the Queen’s Book had been efta- 
blifhd by A& of Parliament ; it being fairly to be made Mar- 
ter of Doubt, whether fome General Claufes in 26 H.n.8.c. t. 
and in x Eliz. impower’d K. Fames to make fuch Alterations 
in a Book eftablifh'd by A&t of Parliament. °Tis certain the 
Puritans, for whofe Sakes thefe Alterations were made, did 
not think them founded upon fufficient Authority ; and Kifhop 
Cofins, who was no Friend to the Puritans, but had a great 
Zeal for Parliamentary Right, wes of the fame Opinion. But 
this being an old Controverfie, and that Common-Prayer- 
Book being for many Years laid afide ; The Dogtor takes 1.0 
more Notice of it in this place. 
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In the next place Dr. Nicholls tells us, that there was little 
done in the Englijh Common-Prayer-Book in K. Charles the 
FirsPs Time ; it being publifh’d with the fame Alterations as 
it was put ouc with, inK. Sames’s Time, having his Proclama- 
tion printed before it ; only the Names of the Royal Family 
being alter’d ; and fome of the Words Adimifter in the Rubrick 
being brought back again to Prieft. As to the Scotch Common. 
Prayer-Book, the Doctor owns that there were a Number of 
very excellent Improvements made in it, fome of which were 
taken into the laft Review, and more might have been fo, 
had the Nation been then difpofed to receive em. The mott 
remarkable Alterations in K. Charles's Scote) Book, are; the 
Words Prieft in the Rubrick are chang’ into Presbyter ; the 
the Epiftles and Gofpels are fet down according to the new 
Tranflation ; Glory be to thee, O Lord, is order’d to be sid 
before the Gofpel ; and Thanks be to thee, O Lord, after it: 
Several new Sentences are added in the Offertory : The Obla- 
tion Prayer is plac’d immediately after the Confecration : The 
Hymns and Pfalms are according to the new Tranflation, &c, 
This Book was printed at Edinburgh, by Robert Young, Printer 
to the King’s moft Excellent Majefty. 1637. Cum Privilegio. 

Dr. Nicholls gives a pretty large Account of the Review of 
the Common-Prayer-Book after the Reftoration of Charles 
the Second, which thofe who have a juft Value for our Litur- 
gy, and are as yet ignorant of this Part of the Hiftory of it, 
will be glad to be acquainted with ; for their Sakes therefore 
I take leave to tranfcribe the Subftance of it into this place. 


The whole Nation growing weary of the intolerable Op- 
preflion which they lay under ever fince the ufurping Powers 
had got into the Adminiftration of Affairs upon the great Re- 
bellion, feveral of the Presbyterian Minifters, efpecially thofe 
about London, lent a ready Hand to the Removal of the com- 
mon Burthen, by their late preaching fo {tirring up the Peo- 
ple of the City to a Defire of the King’s Reftoration, as did 
not a little facilitate that happy Event. ‘ihis good Office, 
together with their fending fome of their Divines to wait 
upon Him beyond Sea before his coming Home, occafion’d 
Him very gratefully to refeat it; and to order a new Re- 
view of the Liturgy, thereby to take away all reafonable 
Grounds of Scruple which might hinder their fub{cribing to 
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it, In order tothisthe King publifh’d a Deciaration, Ofo- 
ber 25.1660; in purfuance of which a Commiflion was 
iffued out, March 25. 1661, impowering Twelve of the 
Bifhops and Twelve of the Presbyterian Divines to treat of 
Matters proper to be alter’d in the Liturgy ; to confider of 
the Objections rais’d againft the fame ; and to make fuch 
reafonable and neceffary Alterations as they fhould agree 
npon. 

Thefe Commiffioners, proceeds the Doctor, had feveral 
Meetings at the Savoy, as was appointed ; but little was 
done atthem : The Presbyterian Minifters brought in their 
Exceptions againft the Common-Prayer ; and Mr. Baxter 
brought in a new Common-Prayer-Book of his own ma- 
king, which he call’d The Reformation of the Liturgy. And had 
Matters been manag’d with tolerable Temper, in al! pro- 
bability there might have been fome good Effect of this 
Commiflion; and an Expedient have been found our te 
give the Presbyterian Minifters fome little Satisfa@icn, fo 
that they might have comply’d with Reputation among 
their Party ; whereby the Separation, which has fince en- 
fued, might have been hindred. But the Bifhops being 
provok’d by their Long Sufferings, and not brooking to 
have Laws prefcrib’d to them by thofe who had been the 
Occafion thereof ; were not very forward to make any Al- 
terations which were propos’d by the Presbyterians, even 
in fome fuch things as might have deferv’d Confideration ; 
refufing them fo much as the change of deadly Sin, in the 
Litany, into heinous Sin ; tho’ every one muft fee thac this 
cou’d not poflibly be an Alteration for the worfe. 

The Presbyterians, on the other hand, heap'd togethe: 
all the old Exceptions which the Puritans for an hundred 
Years had rais'd againft the Liturgy, with the Adtlition of 
fome new ones: Which lcok’d as ii they had a mindto have 
the Bifhops tell the World, that ail thofe loud Clamours 
againft the Church were juttifiable, by their altering at 
their Defire thofe Particulars which they cou’d not defend 
But Mr. Baxter’s new-fangl’d Liturgy, drawn up ina Me- 
thod which was warranted by no ancient Forms, either 
Greek or Latin, wasa Prefumption which was look’d on by 
all with the greateft Difdain. And indeed our Author 
looks upon it as an Occation of no little Wonder, to think, 
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that fo many Learned Men of the Presbyterian fide, cou'g 


ever be perfuaded to give their confent to let fuch an odd 
Performance of that kind be laid before Bifhop Stern, Cp. 


fins, Morley, Nicholfon, Pearfon ; Dr. Gunning, Dr. Heylin, 


Thorndike, @c. Men fo admirably vers’d in Antiquity, aad 
Liturgical Learning: And this efpecially when they were 
directed by the Commiflion to compare the Common-Prayer- 
Book “ withthe moft ancient Liturgies which have been 
“ us’d in the Church in the Primitive and Pureft Times , 
“ and to avoid, as much as may be, all unneceffary Alte- 
“* rations of the Forms and Liturgy wherewith the People 
“* are altogether acquainted, and which have been fo long 
*€ receiv'd in the Church of England,” 

Upon the whole, our Author cells us, there was nothing 
done by this conjun& Body ; on'y fome few general Dif- 
putes were had about the Points of Scandal, and Concefii- 
ons for the fake of weak Brethren; upon which nothing 
was concluded: And after this the Commiffion expir’d, 
However, fome particular Alterations were agreed upon 
by the Epifcopal Divines, which were confider’d and made 
inthe Convocation of 1661. This Convocation met on 
the 8th of May ; and they began with the Office of Tie 
King’s Birth and Return, which was brought in on May 16th, 
being their Second Seffion. Onthe 18th, their Third Sef- 
fion, they proceeded to the Office of Bapti/m of thofe of ripe 
Years. And by the 20th of December following the Book 
was completed, and fubfcrib’d by the Members of both 
toufes. 

The principal Alterations which were made in this Re. 
view were thefe: Several Leffons in the Calendar were 
chaneg’d for others more proper for the Days: The Prayers 
upon particular Occafions were disjoyn’d from the Litany : 
The Prayer for the Parliament, that for all Conditions of 
Men, andthe General Thankfgiving were added : Several 
of the Colleéts were alter’d : The Epiftles and Gofpels were 
caken out of the laftTranflation of the Bible,they being for- 
merly read according tothe Old. The Offices for the Baptifin 
of thofe of riper Years ; the Forms of Prayer to be ufed at 
Sea ; the Form on the Martyrdom of King Charles; and 
that for the King’s Birth and Return, or as it is now call’d 
the Reftoration of the Royal-Family, were added. The 
whole 
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whole Book being finifh’d, and having pafs'd both Houfes 
of the Corivoéation, was'unanimoufly by them all fubfcrib’d 
co om Friday the 20th of December, 1661. Dr. Nicholls gives 
us the Forms of the Subfcriptions for the Bifhops of thetwo 
Provinces of ‘Canterbury and York, and of both the Lower 
}foufes'of Convocation, with a L#ft of the Names of the 
Subferibérs, but: they wou’d-take up fo much room, that 
they can’t €onveniently be tranfcrib’d into this Place. 

The Book fot going to the Prefs till fome time after it 
was compleated, and pafs’dthe Houfes of Convocation (the 
A& of Uniformity, for enacting it into a Law, taking up 
a confiderablé time) on the gth ot March following, Dr. 
Sancroft, Mr. Scattergood, and Mr. Dillingham were appointed 
by the Bifhops Supervifors of the Prefs, when the Book 
fhould be printed ; as appears by an Order of the Upper 
Houfe of Convocation, bearing Date that Day. 

The Book being brought to the Lords Houfe, the Lord 
Clarendon, then High Chancellor of England, was otder’d by 
that Houfe to return the Thanks of the Houfe to the Bi- 
{hops and Clergy of the Convocations of both Provinces, 
for their great Care and Induftry in the Review of it: 
Which was fignified to them by Robert Lord Bifhop of Oxon, 
who then prefided in the Convocation, on the 18th of 
March, 1661. : 


Thus far Dr. Nicholls thought it not improper to acquaint 
his Reader with the firft Origin, and feveral Reviews of 
the Book of Common-Prayer ; and 1 chofe to tran{cribe 
the Subftance of it into this place, that thole who 
may not méet with the Work betore us, and have not 
before- hand any Acquaintance with the Rife and Progrefs 
of the Common-Prayer- Book, may have a rough Draught 
of it from hence. 


As:to the’ Doétor’s Notes and Obfervations which he’ hag 
made upon this Book, ‘he reHs‘us he has endeavour'd to the 
utmoft of his Power to difcover the true Senfe and Mean- 
ing of the Compofers of ir,’ And whereas it has been the 
Practice of feveral Perfons to extend fome Fxpreffions in 
this Book to an unufual Meaning, ‘thereby to countenance 
{ome particular Opinions which they have engae’d them- 
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felves to maintain; he, has had no other View but to explain 
our Conftitution juft;as it is, and not -as fome, Perfons may 
fancy it.to be one way. or other :_ For he looks upon it, that 
Party is a thing which is mighty full of Fancy ; and: that fince 
Men have got into their Heads a Notion of two Churches of 
England, they are fetting up different Meanings of our Com. 
mon-Prayer-Book, and different Shzbboleshs to diftinguifh them- 
felves by ip performing, ttsService. 0). * 

_ Whatever litthe Advantag.s .may be.compafs’d: by thefe 
Pragtices, the Do¢tor looks upon them as.very dangerous ; as 
cending to divide that Church,whole. only Strengh and Safety 
confifis in its Union.» , Thefe Projects, weall know, have beep 
once try’d already with lamentable Succefs; for the Miferies 
of the Civil War were not owing to the Separatifts and Secta- 
ries (for thefe were atterwards brooded in’ Cromwell's Army) 
but to the Quarrels and DiftinGions made between Church. 
of- England Men themfelves; which kindled the firft Coals of 
the Civil War, and blew up the whole Nation into Flames, 
which.were the Deftruétion of one of the befk of Princes, and 
the Ruin of the beft confticuted. Church in the World. 


Dr. Nicholls does not pretend to determine who are mof 
to be blam’d for our prefent Divifions ; he looks upon it, tha 
there never were two Parties,but there was a confiderable de. 
gree of Fault on either fide. And his Advice in thefe and fuch 
like Emergencies is this; That everyone be as diligent to 
put charitable Conftructions upon the Opinions and Pradtices 
of thofe who in fome few little Matters differ from them, as 
fome are to charge them withremote and odiousConfequences, 
which they difown and deteft : » That they, neither go above 
nor.below the Rules which the. Church has prefcrib’d : That 
they be as ready to find out Expedients for compofing Diffe- 
rences, as many are ftudious to find out Ways to difagree 
upon; or to fix Marks of DiftinGion to keep up their Par- 
ties, which wou'd otherwife dwindle: into. nothing. For if 
thefe Rules are heartily and fincerely:follow’d, the two forts 
ef Church-of-England Men, will {oon be one again ; and the 
moft effectual Hand will be lent to-preferve our Church, which 
by thefe. foolifh Differences and divers Methods. of Securing, 
they will runa.hard Venture of Usdoing. . . 
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Before he comes to the Notes upon'tife Book it fel Dri ay.’ 
choll: prefents his Reader with Ky James the Firft’s Proclaina: 
tion :for the “authorizing an* Uniformity of the Book of Cpt2” 
mon-Prayer to, ‘be ufed thtotighont thé Realim ; Witt another | 
of the fame Kiho’s to'the fame effet?! With’ a’ Proctamatibn” 
concerning fuch as feditioufly feck. Reformation it Church. 
Matters’; with one for the Authorizing the Book of Cotman 


Ptiver te’ be‘ uted ‘throughoue the Realtt of Stitland with’ 


K: Charis the’ écdnd’s Colnfniffion for the Review 6Pthe Com:' 


mon-Prayer 5 with Queen’ EA abets and Ring Ghar is the! 
Second’s A¢ts Of Uniforthity: And apon’the’two AAs he has. 
large Notes; in which he‘owns himfelf to have been affifted 
b Roger Wiliams Of Grays-Inn Efq: ‘who colleded -for hin: 
ce Cafes out of the feveral Books of Réporty pertiniente thy Hig! 
es ia Pod DA cote Pig 
“Uparf the Genetal Prefate Dr. Nicholls tids Large Note: tipo 
the Preface concerning the Service of the ‘Churetr; ‘tpon that ' 
entitled of Ceremonies 3 why fome be -abohfWd, ‘akd fomé rai ts 
upon the Order how the P/alter is appointed td be reid ; tpod | 
the Order how the reft of Holy Scripture is appointed to be 
read; uponthe Tables and Rules for the Moveable and Im- 
moveable Feafts, together with the Days of Fafting and Ab- 
ftinence, through the whole Year. And whereas in the Ta- 
ble to find Eafter for ever two things are aflium’d ; Firft the 
Dominical or Sunday-Letter, and /econdly, the Prime or Golden 
Number ; the Doctor furn {hes his Reader upon this Occafion 
with three Tables; in the frst of which he fhews them both, 
with the Epacts for an hundred Years forwards ; in the fecond 
he fhews how to centinue that Table longer ; andin the third 
how the other Moveable reafts vary, according as Eajfter hap- 
pens: And tothefe he has fubjcyn’d fhort Dire&tions for the 
Ufe of them. He has aifo Notes upon each Mouth in the Ca- 
lendar, upon the S2ints therein mentiouwd, @c. which furnith 
the Reader with fome pleafant Eranches cf Church-Hiftory, 
but I have room to tranicribe none of ’em into this place, 
Sintbndy 
Neither can I bring hither any of his Notes, Paraphrafes, 
@c. upon any Parts of the Liturgy 5 I fhall oaly obferve, thac 
after he has gone through the Whole he gives us large Addi- 
tional Notes by themfelves on the Common-Prayer, many of 
¥2 which 
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which are fuppofed to have been.colleced by Bifhop Overa'), 
others by Bifhop Audrews, Bifhop Cofins,.and Dr, .Adlls: And 
concludes with a-Colleétion of. Particulars to be confider'd, ex. 
plain’d, and correéted in the Book of Common-Prayer: Which 
whether or no they:were drawn up by Dr. Gofins before the 
Reftoration of K charles, or afterwards upon the laft Review, 
he can’t fay ; this, he obferves, is plain, that the Reviewers 
had very great regard to thofe Remarks ; they having alter’d 
moft things according as was therein defir'd: And he looks 
upon it as probable that they were laid before the Board, Bi- 
fhop Cofins being one of the Principal Commiffioners. 

The kind Acceptance which the Work before us has found 
from Perfons of moft Qualities has encourag’d the Doétor to 
proceed farther in the Explication of the authentick Books of 
our Church. And he hopes in a Twelve- months time to pre- 
fent the World with aCommentary, compofed after the fame 
manner,'on the Articles and Canons of the Church ; as alfo on all 
the Occafional Services ; with fome valuable Manufcripts relating 
thereunto: And to bring it, if poffible, into half the compafs 
of the Baok before us. | ee a ee 
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Vindiciz fratrum Diflentientium in Anglia, &e. Or, aVindica~. 
tion of the Diffenting Brethren in England agains# Dr. Nicholls 
Defence of the Church of England. Part l. Jn which bis Hifte- 
ricat Apparatus # difcufsd, and a truer effablifh'd in its place. 
Part IJ. In which the Dotter’s Firft Part of his Defence, treating 
of she. Articles of Faith, is examin'd. Part Ub. Inwhich the Vine 
dication of the Hierarchical.Difcipline and Form-of Worfhip are 
examin’d and confuted. By James Peirce, Presdyter. London, 
Printed for |. Robin{fon in St. Paul’s Courch-Yard, and J. Law- 
rence ss the Poultry, 1710, 8v0. p. 450. 


H E Book which Mr. Pserce writes againft has been fo 
LT long publifh’d,that it may reafonably be fuppofed to have 
come into the Hands of moft of the Curious jn that fort of 
Learning which it treats of ; this Anfwer to ic is very long; 
but how. juft the Reader muft judge who is beft vers’d in thefe 
Matters, and will take the Pains to compare them both to- 
gether. I cannot pretend to give the Reader an Abridgment- 
of the Whole in this place ; he muft therefore ‘be content 
with the Subftance of what our Author delivers upon one or 
two particular Heads, and thence form a Judgment of the 
Whole. 1 fhall not make any Remarks upon what I produce, 
but leave the Reader to make his own Reflections as Oceafion. 
fhall offer. 


_As to our Author's Frf Part, his Examination of Dr. Ns 
choll’s Hiftorical Apparatus, the Defign of it is to fubfticute a 
truer Account of the Rife and Progrefs of the Reformation im 
this Kingdom than that which he excepts againft, Gc. in 
order thence to juftifie the prefent Diflentions from the efta- - 
blifh’'d Church: But it runs in fuch a continu’d Series that it 
can’t be eafie to produce the Subftance of it without tran- 
{cribing almoft the Whole, at leaft much more than I have 
room for; The other two Parts of the Work before us are 


divided into Chapters, and confequently better adapted to our 
prefent Purpofe, 
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In the firft Chapter of the fecond Part, Mr. Peerce treats of 
the Papal Errors afcrib’d to the Church of England; upon 
which Head he makes thefe previous Obfervations, before he 
comes to anfwer any. Particulars advane’d by Dr. Nicho/},: 
Firft, That the Difenters never faid, that the Church of Ene. 
land is aPopifh Church; ic being one thing to: charge fome 
particular Members of that Chureh with fonte Popifh Tenets, 
and anothet to accufe the Church it felt with Popéry :' Second. 
ly, That-what they fay‘is this $ That the Exg/fh Reformation 
is lefs perfect than that of the Foreign Churches, as the Eng. 
lifh ftill retain fome of thofe Rags of Popery, which the other 
Reform’d Churches have rejeGted: And,’ Zhirdly, That they 
never objected thefe Rags -of Popery againft the Church’ of 
England by Way of Reproach, but in order to win upon her, 
to throw ’enr out ef the Eftablifh'd Conftitutioa, &c.' 
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In the fecond Chapter our Author treats of the Soeinianifin, 
attributed ta the Church of England; in the Thirdof irtefiftable 
Grace ; in the Fourth, of the Certainty of Salvation ;’ in the 
Fifth, of Univerfal Redemption and Predeftination ; in the 
Sixth, of the Perfeverance of the Saints ;'in the Seventh, of 
Juftification; in the Eighth, of Original Sin; in the Next, of 
Divine Prefcience, the State of the Blefled, @e. And in the 
tas Chapter. of this fecond Part, Mr. Pierce is large'tpon the 
Doéirine of abfolute Non-Refiftance. I thallipafs by whet our 
Author offersupon the reft of thefe Topicks, and preféat the 
Reader with the Subftance of what he advances upon: this laft 
Head ; it being a Doétrine which has been fo much contro- 
verted of late, and the Hiftory of which our Author pretends 
to fet. in a true Ligho with Refpec. to our Chureh' ;/ wherher 
he does or does not, b hall not take upon meitodetermine, but 
fhall leave the intelligent Reader to make his'owf Judgment. | 
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Mr. Pierce prefaces this Chapter with faying, That if the 
Epifcopal Party. wou'd ac&. with that Candour; which they 
would, perfwade the World they are-Mafters ofp they: woud! 
ingenuopfly retract this Dottrineiof abfolute: Noa. Reliftance! 
inafmuch as, it. has been the: Bufinefs.of the: Clerey’ for many 
Years to compliment the Princes into a Power-not: t@ be li- 
waited by any Laws, at the Expence of all the Civil Liberties 
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Ofthe People. But Dr. Nicholls, as he tells us, fometimes 
feems to defend this horrible Doétrine, fometimes to excufe 
the Clergy for defending it, fometimesto declare, that it is 
no Faulc to hold and maintain it. | : 


The firft Words which he cites from the Dr. are thefe. 
« But toreturn an Anfwer to this heavy Calumny; I fay, that 
of thefe Charges, be they what they will in themfelves, 
* fome are not only unjuftly, but without the leaft Shadow of 
* Truth thrown upon the Church: Inafmuch as there are to be 
# found amongft the Members of the Church of Enpland, as 
« ftrenuous Aflertors of the Civil Liberties of the People, as 
« are any where to be met with.amiany the Diffenters.” 

To this Mr. Pierce anfwers, that this was the fully. receiv’d 
Doétrine of the Church twenty ¥earsago; and tho’ ic may be 
faid, that fome Patrons of the contrary Doétrine were to be 
met with even in the Reigns of King Charles and King Fames II. 
yet thefe were not above Three or Four, who were not con- 
fequently fufficient to clear. the Church of England in general 
from the {mputation.of the Do&rine of Non-Refiftance : Nay, 
he adds, that the Clergy us’d to glory in this Doétrine, and: 
they not only of the inferior Body, but the greateft Dignita- 
ries in our Church: And if any durft then maintain the Do- 
Grine of Refiftance, they were not only punifh’d for ir, 
but underwent the general Odium of the reft of their Bree 
thren. © He produces Mr, Fobnfon for an Inftance in this Cafe, 
who was divefted of his Minifterial Funftion, imprifon'd, and 
barbaroufly whipp'd, to the great Joy and Satisfaction of the 
Clergy. Befides, that the Doctrine of abfolute Non-Refiftance 
was decreed in the firft Canon of the Synod of 1649, which 
fays, that the Regal Order is of Divine Right, ce. and that if 
Subjects take up Arms againtt their Princes upon any Pretence 
whatfoever, they refift the Ordinance of God; and that tho’ 
they may not invade them, by their bare Refiftance they re- 
ceive tothemfelves Damnation. This Doétrine, our Author ob- 
ferves, the Clergy fubfcrib’d to ; and the Parifh-Priefts were 
eblig’d by Canon to teach it to their People.. ! 
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After ‘feveral other Paffages produc’d out of Dr.- Nich. f;, 
avhich Mr Pierce anfwers, he gives us this:following : “* We 
“ are fo far from-denying, that we look upon it as in fome 
“' Meafure what we may glory in; that we believe; that the 
‘¢ Power of the Magiftrate, and the Obligation of Laws de. 
“duce their Origin, and derive their Obligation from God 
“ ‘Almighty, and not from the Commands of the People, 

‘And our Author grants, that the true ‘and ‘jut Power of 
‘the Magiftrate is ‘deriv’d from God; as the Mapi(trate has 
Power confign’d over to him ina Civil State, which in the 
State of Nature was lodg’d by God in the Hands of every In- 
dividual: But that the Power of the Magilftrate was firft de- 
‘volv’d immediately by God upon fome particular Perfons, and 
tranfmitted from them to Pofterity by the Way of Hereditary 
Defcent, and that in fo full a Manner, that the Perfons in. 
vefted with the Magiftrates Power might rob or kill their Sub. 
je@ts at Pleafure, againft all Law, Equity, and Reafon, with- 
out being liable to.be.call'd to an Account by any Powers up- 
Earths this Mr. Pierce denies, Jf the People confign. over 
that Power to their Princes which they receiv’d from God, 
that Power, even as lodg’d in the Princes, may be faid to be 
ordain’ of God ; but’tis our Author’s Opinion, that God ne- 
ver committed an abfolute and tyrannick Power to the Peo- 
ple ; neither did he, nor cou’d the People, communicate fiuch 
anone to the Prince. If Dr. Nicholls is able to fhew, thac 
God Almighty confign'd over the Regal Power to fome cer- 
tain Perfons, without any Regard to the Election or Confent 
of the People, Mr. Pierce is ready to give a fair Hearing to 
what he offers: Buc if this cannot be fhewn, and Kings are 
not made-by the People, he asks by what Authority they are 
made: If Kings muft be fuppos’d to have their Commiffion 
immediately from God, our Author-defires, ‘that the Charter 
by which they hold that‘Commiffion may ‘be exhibited ; If it 
ts only faid in general, that they reign by the Providence of 
Ged, he asks, how we can-diftinguifh by this Rule a Lawful 
Pofleflor from.an Ufurper? And he concludes in the-laft Place, 
that fince God has nesther-directly prefcrib’d, either the Form 
‘of Government, or the Perfons of the Governors, st mujt be 
da the Power of every Body of People to appoint both for 
ahcnifeives, 
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The ext Paflage produc’d. by Mr. Peirce out of Dr. Nichols's 
Book is this: .“* For we highly difapprove. of their Opinion, 
¢’-who think that all Government took its firft Rife from ] 
¢* know not what Original Compads, made between the 
«¢ Prince and thePeople, after they had been a longtime har- 
“ -yafs’d with Quarrels and Diflentions, as a Notion not only 
“¢ ridiculous in it felf, butas an impious Fidtion, deriv'd from 
4¢ the impure Fountains of the Epicureans.” 

‘To which our Author anfwers, That there is no Neceffity 
at all to make Civil Government the Refule of long and tedi- 


ous Quarrels and Diffentions ; for Nature it felfteaches Men to 


form themfelves into Societies, and to agree upon fome parti- 
cular Form of Government. And as to thefe Original Contraéts 
which the Doétor fo highly difapproves of, Mr. Pierce ob- 
ferves, that he ought to have the greateft Efteem for them - 
For otherwife how cou'd King Yames II. lofe his Royal Power ? 
Or, how coud the People of England, refifting him, transfer 
the Crown toKing William 2 Or upon what Grounds could the 
Dr. himfelf Swear Allegiance tothat Prince ? The Convention of 
the States of this Kingdom, beforethey declar’d the Prince of @- 
vange King of England, declar’d firft, that King ames II. had vio- 
lated the Original Contratt “twixt the King and People: If 
therefore there never was fuch an Original Contraé, how cou’d 
it be violated by King Fames; or upon this Pretence, the 
Crown of England be juftly transferr'd to another ? Whereas if 
we look into theFoundation of theTitle which KingW/iiem and 


Queen Mary had, and the prefent Queen has to the Crowr, 


we fhall find, that it refts intirely upon the Truth of this Do- 
Arine, That the People may refift a Prince, violating the Ori- 
ginal Contrafts CWixt him and his People, and transfer the 
Crown to another. 

But Mr. Peirce ventures to add, That it is no Wonder, that 
fomething of the Old Leaven ftill remains, which of late had 
corrupted almoft the whole Body of the Exgiifh Clergy. And 


‘whereas Dr. Nicholls calls the Doctrine of Original Contradts 3 
ridiculous Adion, which makes it alfo ridiculows to fuppofe, that 


the Prince is not above all Laws ; whereas he fays, that it is 


an impicus Fittion deriv'd from the impure Fountains of the Epicn- 


reans: Mr, Pierce asks him, how he can prefume ro charge the 
great Convention of the Nation, to whom we are indebted for 
the Prefervation of our Religion, Liberties, and the Common- 
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wealth it felf, nay, and King William, and Queen Mary, and 
her prefent AZajef'y, not only acting ridiculoufly, but proceed. 
ing in Matters of this vaft Moment upon smpioms Fittions, de- 
riv’'d from the impure Fountains of the Epicureans... Heireters the 
Doétor here to what has been writ in Defence of the Powers 
of the People by Mr. Locke and Mr. Hoadley ; the later of whom 
for engaging in this Caufe has made all the Non-juring Clergy 
his profefs’d Enemies. And whereas the Dotter is: pieas'd to 
derive the ‘Do&trine of Original Contratis from the impure Foun. 
tains of the Epicureans ; Mr. Pierce asks, whetherif Epicurus has 
vented many Falfehoods in which we ought to depart from 
him, therefore we ought to reje& the Truth it felf, if it hap- 
pens to be fpoken by him? And if Epicurm was fo extraya- 
gant as to fay, that. Good and Evi were mere empty Names, 
before it was agreed voluntarily by Men what they fhould 
ftand for; does it thence follow, that Civil Government cow’d 
not be founded upon voluntary Compacts ? Or does he, who 
afferts the Affirmative in the later Cafe, fall.into the extrava- 
gant Whymfies of Epicurws in the former? No Body, who 
thinks at all of what he fays, can affert this. Mr. Pierce pro- 
duces feveral other Paflages out of Dr. Nichol/s upon thefe Sub. 
jects, which I have not Room to tranfcribe into this Place: 
The Reader mutt be referr’d for ’em to the Book [ am endee- 
vouring to give him fome Notion of, 


The third and laff Part of this Work before us, Mr. Peirce 
divides into /ixteen Chapters: In the ff of which he treats 
of, and anfwers what Dr. Nicholls advances in Defence of the 
Neceflity of the Government of the Church by Bifhops: In 
the fecond of Deans and Chapters: In the third of Church- 
Mulick ; In the foarth of the publick Liturgy : In the fife of 
the Sign of the Crofs in Baptifm : In the fxthof Sponfors in 
Baptifm: In the feveath of Confirmation: In the eighth of the 
Surplice and Ecclefiaftical Habits: In the ninth of the Ring in 
Matrimony : In the tenth of Kneeling in the Reception of the 
Eucharift : In the eleventh of the Obfervation of Holy.days: 
In the tmelfih of the Bowing at the Name of Fefus = In the 
thirteenth of Reading the Apocryphal Books in Churches : In 
the fourteenth of the Homilies of the Church, and of the Ser- 


‘mons and Ways of Preaching of the Church of England Mini- 


fters: And in the Jef, of the Faults afcrib’d to the Englifh Li- 
turgy. 








ix 
\. 
< 


Sac at Be pa ae » a a Ss 





fo2 March, 1710. 179 
turgy: It is not poflible for me to give the Subftance of what 
Mr. Pierce advances againft Dr. Necholls in thefe Chapters : 
What therefore I fhall extra&t out of this Part of the Work 
before us, fhall be out of the firs Chapter, in which our Au. 
thor attempts to fhew, that the prefent Form of Church- 


Government by Bifhops is not to be prov’d from Scripture, 


from the beft Antiquity, from our chief Englifh Reformers: 
ce, Ifhall not-prefume to Interpofe my own Judgment in 
this Difpute ; Dr Nicholls and Mr. Peirce muft ftand by their 
own Arguments; and the Candid Reader muft Judge, which 


of em has the greater appearance of Truth on his Side. 


The ff paflage which our Author produces out of Dr. 
Nicholls is this: “* But letthem know that this Order (az, 


© of Bifhops) which they fo much difapprove of, was Infti- 


© tuted by our Saviour himfelf ; and that when Cbhrift before 
© his Afcenfion,- breath’d upon his Apoftles, and {aid unto 
“ them, Receive ye the Holy Ghoft, and lavefted them with 
“ the power of Binding and Loofing, then the Epifcopal 
“ Dignity firft Commenc’d. | 

And to this Mr. Peirce Anfwers: firf, that, Inafmuch as 


in the Opinion of the Epifcopal Party themfelves, a Bifhop 


and his Church and Bifhoprick, are Relata, and at the time 
when the Dr. will have Epifcopacy to Commence, there was 
but one Church, upon this Principle there muf{t have been 


but one Bifhop 5 whereas on the contrary, there were eleven 
Jnftituted byour Lord himfelf Invefted with the fame Powers, 


and Elevated to the fame Dignity: This firs Church which 
our Saviour himfelf Founded at Ferufalem, Mr. Peirce looks up- 


‘on as the moft perfe& ; andindced, as the Standard, conform- 


ably to which the Regimen of oll other Churches ought to 


be Modell’d, 


Secondly, Our Author readily grants, that all the Apoftles 
‘were Bifhops, and contends that Bifhops and Presbyters were 
the fame: He confiders the Apoftles here, as under two Ca- 
pacities, firft with refpe& to their Apoftlefhip, which was an 
Office peculiar to them, and to ceafe with ’°em: And, Secondly, 
with refpe& to their Ordinary Office, which was to be tranf- 
mitted by them to others, and which-is to continue tothe 
End ef the World. .So that ’ looks upon it as incumbent up- 
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on Dr. Nicholls, to prove that the Apoftles were Bifhops inthe 
Englifh Hierarchical Form ; or,.at:leaft, that, with refpe& to 
their Ordinary Office, they were not of: the fame Order with 
Presbyters. The Apoftles he obferves, never thought them. 
felves above the Name of Presbyters in the-holy Scriptures; 
and in his Opinion, that Word in the New Teftament always 
fignifies fuch Minifters, as belong’d to more than one 
‘Church, and thofe of Co-ordinate Power. Upon this Prin- 
ciple he grants, that the Order of Bifhops or Presbyters was 
Inftituted at the fame time that Dr. Nicholls contends for: He 
fays of Bifhops or Presbyters ; and ventures to Challenge the. 
Affertors of the Hierarchical Form, to prove any other Order 
from the Scriptures, fave that of Deaccns, which was after- 
wards inftituted by. the Apoftles, upon afi occafion recorded 
in their Acts. : 


Dr. Nicholls fays, in the next place, “* Fhat. the Apoftles. 
‘* themfelves fix’d their refpective Seats or Sees, in the Prin. 
“ cipal of thofe Cities in which they firft planted Chriftia- 
6< nity.” 

To which our Author anfwers,, That as the Apofties were 
divinely infpired,and always ready and:prepar’d to preach and 
declare the Will of God, the Churches they came to were 
bound to obey ’em ; fo that without doubt they were at the 
Head in the Adminiftration of the Affairs of thofe Churches : 
But that they fix’d their refpective Seesin the Principal of thofe 
Cities which they. converted to Chriftianity ; this-is what 
Mr. Pcsrce calls in Queftion. Nay, he obferves.that: the Lear- 
ned Dr. Barrow, in his Excellent Book. concerning the Pope's 
Supremacy, abfolutely denies this, and-eftablifhes the contrary 
Opinion upon a great deal of folid and fubftantial Reafoning. 
if any of the Antients feem to favour Dr. Nicholls’s Hypothefis,. 
our Author looks upon it as the Love they had for their own 
Churches 5 it being ufual with them, in order the more to 
magnifie the Churches they ftood immediately related to, to 
deduce their Origin from fome one of the moft, famed. Apofties, 
as their firft Bifhop; as the Church of Anpioch -firft Jay claim 
to St. Peter as their firft Bifhop, :and: afterwards the Church 
of Rome: Which if:it-is true, our, Author. can’t conceive why 
it fhould formerly have: been look’d upon: as a Praétice to be 
difcountenanc’d for Bifhops to.tranflate themfelves from poore: 
tericher Bifhopricks, — od The 
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The Doétor adds, *¢ And afterwards they chofe in others. 
“ into the Apoftolical, or, whichis the very fame thing, the 
sé Epifcopal College.” 

And Mr. Peirce anfwers, That if the Word Bifhop be taken 
in the fame Senfe here as it is always in the New Teftamentr, 
the Apoftles did actually choofe others into the Ep:/copal Col- 
lege: And inafmuch as the Apoftles were the firft Presbyters: 
or Bifhops, he gives the Doctor leave to call them an Epifcopat 
College. But heasks, What is this to the purpofe ? It is the 
Do¢ctor’s Bufinefs to fhew that the Apoftles Ordain’d: fome Ec- 
clefiaftical Monarchs, for this is what the Presbyterians deny : 
And he defires that this Propofition may be try‘d, not fo much 
by the Fathers, as by the New Teftament it felf: He does 
not fee that it can be demonftrated that either Cyprian, Thee» 
doret, Or Rabanus Maurus laid down the infallible Rule of 
Truth in this Cafe: The Aflerters of Epifcopacy reject the 
Authority of thefe Men, when it fuits with their Occafions ; 
and he asks why he may not do the fame,. when. they recede 
from the Scripture it fetf. 

But ** Téeodoret teftifies that thofe who are now call‘d Bi- 
fhops were formerly cali’d Apoftles.” And Mr. Perce obferves, 
that this, at the beft, is but a Conjecture of a Bifhop of the 
Fifth Century, which he ftrengthens by no Teftimonies from 
earlier Antiquity,but deduces it from theWords of theApoft!e, 
and confequently if there is no Force in his Arguing (as our Aus 
thor fhews in the Sequel in the Cafe of Epaphreditus) his hare 
Authority can be but of fmall Confequence. 

After this.Mr. Peirce anfwers what the Dodor alledges rela- 
ting to St. Fames the Just : And whereas the Doctor proceeds 
to fay that “* after the fame manner Epaphroditus, as St. Paul 
“ teftifies, was honour'd with the Apoftlefhip ; and for that 
“- reafon was call’d Bifhop of the Philippians by Tueodoret, and 
“ Serom himfelf;” Mr. Peirce anfwers, That the Names 
of the Minifters in the New Teftament are often taken by: 
the Sacred Writers in their vulgar Signification: Thus the 
Words dia'xov@ and veesCvrerG fometimes fignifie the later an 
old Man, and the former a Servant: In like manner the Word 
«ros onG fometimes fignifies merely a Meflenger, as in Jobn 1 3.. 
16. 2 Cor. 8.23. and in the Text which this Paflage of the 
Doctor is built upon, Philip. 2.25. For tho’ this Expreffion, 
4n Apoftle of Fefus Christ neceflarily implies one of a facred: 

Function. ;. 
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Fun@ion ; yetthefe Expreflions, Your Apoftle, or The Apoftie 
of the Churches, do not equally imply the fame. Naythat Epg- 
hroditus, tho’ call’d the Apoftle, was no more than the Me/- 
fenger of the Church of Philippi, St. Paul himfelf affures us jin 

‘Chap. 4.18. Iam full, having receiv’d of Epaphroditus the thin gs 
which were fent from you: And it feems to have the {me 
Signification in the place infifted upon; Yer I fupprfed it nece’. 

_fary to fend to you Epapbroditus, my Brother and Companion in Lg. 
bour, and Felow-Soldier, but your MESSENGER, and he 
that minifired to my Wants: For the Words, and be that mini. 
fired to my Wants, do not only fhew that Epaphroditus was in this 
Senfe an Apoftle, but feem to be added for the Explication of 
the Word a#isca@ in this place. If therefore we proceed im. 
partially, Mr. Peirce is of Opinion that nothing can be con. 
cluded in favour of the Hierarchy from this Paflage. 

Dr. Whitby ingenuoufly confefles, that from thefe Words of 
the Apoftle nothing can be concluded in favour of Epaphrodi. 
tus being Bifhop of Philipps ; tho’ he believes the Matter of Fat 

upon the Teftimony of Thecdoret, Chryfoftom, and Theophylatt : 
But Mr. Peirce lays no great Strefs upon their Authority, in- 
afmuch as itfeems uncertain whether they build what they 
aflert upon the Teftimonies of more ancient Writers, or upon 
fome particular Paflages of the New Teftament ill expounded. 
Befides that neither Chryfoftom nor Theophylatt give this as a 
certain Interpretation, but only as a Conjecture, imagining 
‘him not the Bifhop, but the Teacher of the Philippians. 

Dr. Nicholls adds, ‘* The fame Honour was conferr’d upon 
“ Titus, who is call’d the Apofle of the Churches (of the Sig- 
“© nification of which Word our Author thinks he has faid e- 
** nough already) who had alfo the Spiritual Concerns, with 
“© the Bifhoprick of Crete committed unto him.” 

This Mr. Peirce fays, can hardly be made confiftent with 
the Principles of the Epifcopal Men themfelves ; inafmuch as 
they.contend that every City or Church, ought to have its 
particular Bifhop. He adds farther, that this Expreffion of 
‘the DoGor ts intirely inconfiftent with the Phrafeology of the 
New Teftament, in which there is not one place where the 
‘Chriftians of two or more Cities were call’d the Church in the 
fingular Number. The Chriftians of one City are call’d the 
Church, but thofe of a Region are call'd the Churches of that 

Region: Thus we read not the Church, but the wok ot 
#404. 





cae 





| fo2 March, r710. ~ © 182 
udea, Gal. 1.22. 1 Theff.11,14. Of Macedonia; 2 Cor.8, 1. 
Of Afa, 1 Cor, 16. 19. 

The next Paflage which our Author produces out of Dr. AG- 
clells is this, “‘ For he (viz, Zieus) had-not only the Powers of 
** acommon Presbyter committed untohim, of preaching the 
“ Word, and adminiftring the Sacraments; but fomething 
“ more extraordinary, even the Power of fetting in order the 
“ Churches ; of correcting and amending what Faults might 
«© have crept into’em ; and of Ordaining Presbyters, or El- 
“ ders, in-every City: Alt which Powers are plainly Epifco. 
“ pal ; which none of any inferior Order cou’d invade with- 
“ out the greateft Injury done to the Chriftian Religion.” All 
this Mr. Peirce fays is Gratis Diftum, that being barely aflum’d 
by the Dodtor, which ought to have been prov’d, that there 
were fome Presbyters who had not the Power of Ordination 
committed unto ’em, which is the Point in Debate ; and our 
Author denies that any fuch Presbyters are ever taken notice 
of in the Holy Scriptures. Mr. Peirce grants that Titws had the 
chief Care of the Churches of Crete committed unto him ; but 
if he were the fole authoritative Manager in all Matters, he 
asks, to what purpofe the Apoftle left Zenas and Apollos in Crete 
with him. 

In the next place our Author comes to confider what Dr. 
Nicholls infifts upon, in the Cafe of Timothy, in Defence of Epifz 
copacy : And concludes his Anfwer to the Teftimonies from 
Scripture with what he produces under this Head: I cannot 
tranicribe hither what he offers upon this Occafion, but muft 
refer the Reader for it to the Book it felf. 

After the Teftimonies infifted upon by the Doétor from Scri- 
pture, he comes to thofe afforded by the Primitive Church ; 
and here he fays, © If we have recourfe to the Ecclefiaftical 
“ Monuments of primitive Antiquity, we fhall find all things 
** full of the Epifcopal Dignity.” Which Mg. Perce ventures 
to paraphrafe after the following manner. 

““ Tho’ there is very little Support to be had for the Caufe 
“ of Epifcopacy from the Holy Scriptures, yet it is neverthe- 
“ lefs defenfible; inaffhuch as this Defe& in the New Tefta- 
“ ment is abundantly made up by Teftimonies of another fort ; 
“ and which, tho’ not of equal Weight and Value with Scri- 
“ ptural Teftimonies, make amends for the want of Weight 
“-by their Numbers.” And fo proceeds to ask, admitting 
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that all the ancient Writers are as full as poffible of the Epi. 
copal Dignity, whether the Sentiments of the Ancients are oy, 
neceflary Rule either of Faith or Difcipline ; and whether any 
thing can be concluded as abfolutely neceflary in the Church, 
merely upon their Authority, where the Scriptures themfelyes 
vare in a profound Silence: ‘He concludes that if the Word 
of God ‘is the only Rule of Ecclefiaftical Difcipline, as it mug 
‘be if all Scriptive'is given by the Infpivation of God, and t prof. 
rable for Dattrine, for Reproof, fcr ‘Corvetlion, for Inftruction ix 
‘Righteoufnefs, that the Man of God might be perfeét, throughly 
Surnifhed unto all good Works ; it muft be of no great Confequence 
‘when the Scriptures are filent in thefe Matters, to lay any 
great Strefs upon any other Writings. Matters of thefe Na. 
tures may be Jawfull, neceffary they can’t be. Nay our 
‘Author ventures to add, That if any Ufages are to be met 
‘with in the ancient Writers, capable of being prov’d to have 
“been truly Apoftolical, of which yet there are no Footfteps 
in the Sacred Writings themfelves, we are under no abfolute 
‘Obligation neceflarily to follow ’em: As we have no other 
‘Revelation of the Will-of God but the Scriptures themfelves : 
"Neither has God ever oblig’d us. to regulate either our Chri- 
ftian Faith, or Matters of mere Difcipline, according to the 
Models of any, however ancient, uninfpir’d Men, 

Whatever is made the Rule of Right inthe Church,Mr. Peirce 
‘believes the meaneft of the People otght to be capable of be- 
ing eafily appriz’d of, thereby to be inabled the better to con- 
form themfelves to the Commandment of God: And this he 
obferves may be attaind if the facred Scriptures themfelves 
are made the Ra/e, not fo well if we fuperadd the Sentiments 
‘of the Primitive Fathers. Upon thefeConfiderations Mr. Peirce 
‘looks upon himfelf as under no Obligation to anfwer what 
‘Dr. Nicholls advances in Defence of Epifcopacy from mere Pri- 
mitive Antiquity: However he follows himeven here, that he 
may remove all juft Caufe of complaint:in his Management of 
this Point. 

And here he obferves inthe Firs? place, That if the Fathers 
are to be valued upon account of their Antiquity, it muft fol- 
‘low, that the more ancient themore valuable they are: And 
af this Poftulatum is granted him, he makes no Doubt to make 
“his own Canfe good, even from the Fathers themfelves: For 


she looks upon it that he has two of the moft ancient of = 
| Fathers 
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Fathers abfolutely on his fide; viz. Clemens Romannus, an 
Polycarp. As for Clement, he fays, that there are no Foot- 
fteps of Ecclefiaftical Monarchy to be met with in him ; nay 
he adds, that no Presbyterian can better explain his own 
Opinion, than Clemens does itfor him ; he never diftinguifhes 
Bifhops from Presbyters, but the Words upon thefe Subjeés 
to be met withinhim, fignifie the very fame as they do in 
the Holy Scriptures: He orders the Church of Corinth to be 
Subje&t, not to its one Bifhop, but to its more than one Si- 
fhops or Presbyters; nay he fays exprefly, that ‘“* The Ano- 
‘* ftles Preaching through the refpective Cities, and Regions 
“ which they came to, made their firft-fruits, when they had 
‘ try’d them by the Spirit, Bifhopsand Deacons to thofe who 
“ fhould believe.” The fame is alfo exprefly aflerted by Sr. 
Polycarp in .thefe Words: “ We ought to be Subje& to the 
“© Presby-ers aud Deacons, as to God and Cériff.” This Paf 
fage out of St. Clemens is in Pag. 89. Edit. Oxon. 1677. And 
that out of Po/ycarp is in Sed, 5. of his Epiftle. 

If we therefore give any Credit to thefe moft Ancient 
Writers, in the Cafe before us, we muft (in our Author’s O- 
pinion) believe that the Ariftocrattical Form of Govern- 
ment, prevail'd in the Chufch from its very Infancy ; ard this 
Opinion, he tells us, many more of the Ancient Writers con- 
firm: Mr. Peirce indeed does not deny, that in the Ancient 
Churches one Presbyter had a Superiority above the reft, by 
way of a Moderaion ; but what he contends for is, that this 
Proto-Presbyter was not of a different Order from the reft, 
nor any fuch thing asa Monarchical Church Governour. The 
Writers of the Second Century Mr. Peirce contefles, began to 
ufe the Names of Bifhops and Presbyters in diftin& Senfes, tho’ 
not always, neither was it done by them all: Which made 
Dr. Burnet (now Bifhop of Salisbury) confefs “ That he was 
*¢ much inclin’d to believe that Bifhops and Presbyters were 
*¢ but different Degrees of the fame Office, becaufe the Names 
“ fignifiethe fame thing in the Holy Scripture, and are ufed 
* promifcuoufly in the Writings of the two firft Centuries.” 
Neither in Mr. Peirce’s Opinion, do any Authors of fo great 
Antiquity as this, confirm their Opinion who won’d have the 
Offices of Bifhopsand Presbyters to be diftin& kinds of Offices, 
or different Orders ; as none of em take any Notice that evet 
a Presbyter who was chofen into the See of a deceafed Bifhop 
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was Confecrated into that Place and Office, or Ordain’d to it 
by a new Impofition of Hands. Indeed the Writers of the 
Third and following Centuries are full of Teftimonies to thefe 
Purpofes, when it began to be a Cuftom for Men to be initiated 
into merely Human Ordinances, as well as into fuch as were 
infticuted by God: As in St.Cypréan’s Time the Readers, an 
Order next under the Deacons, if not the Acolths and Syp. 
Deacons, were Ordain’d by Impofition of Hands, 


Dr. Nicholls proceeds to obferve that ‘ Ignatias a Difciple 
* of St. Peter, and one who had convers’d with the Apo. 
 ftles, takes notice of three Orders ‘in the Church.” 


And our Author grants that this Father does in feveral 
places make mention of Bifhops, Prieftsand Deacons ; but he 
obferves that he never aflerts that the fole Power of Church. 
Government, and of Ordaining Minifters was granted to the 
Bifhops ; On the contrary he often admonifhes the Chrifian 
People to be obedient to their Bifhop and Presbyters, which 
utterly deftroys the Monarchical Form of Government in the 
Church. He does not wonder indeed if in Procefs of Time 
the Proto-Presbyters, whom he makes the conftant and per- 
petual Moderators of the Presbyteries, had their Power aug. 
mented beyond its firft Bounds ; and it is natural to f{uppofe, 
that the better and more diligently they behavd themfelves 
in their Offices, the more willingly did the other Presbyters 
and the Chriftian Laity leave to them the chief Management 
of Church Matters. And according to St. Auftin, as the 
Name of a Bifhop imports more of Labour than Dignity, and 
the Proto-Presbyter made it his principal Bufinefs to anfwer 
this Signification of the Word ; hence this Name began, tho’ 
contrary to the Ufage of the Holy Scriptures to be appropri- 
ated tohim. And as to Jgwatius in particular, tho? he diftin- 
guifhes Bifhops and Presbyters in the Paflages alledg’d. by Dr. 
Nicholls, yet our Author is of Opinion that it can never be 
prov’d from him that they were different Orders of Men, or 
that St. Ignatius meant any more by Bifhops than what has 
been now laid down. If any thing is to be met with in any 
ether Parts of his Epiftles which may feem to favour the 
<ontrary Hypothefis, this our Author ventures to. atéribute 

to 
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to his turgid Afiatic way of Writing, partly tohis allufive Way 
of Writing, in which he does not always regard any greae 
Degrees of Juftnefs and Accuracy. 

Our Author proceeds to anfwer fome particular Paflages 
out of this Father, out of Fuftin Afartyr, Clemens Alexandr inur, 
&c, and then attempts to fhew at large that St. Ferom, by 
much the meft Learned of the Primitive Fathers, was really 
an Advocate for the Presbyterian Scheme. But I have not 
room to tranfcribe what the Do&or produces out of St. F~ 
rom, in Defence of Epifcopacy, nor the Anfwers given to his 
Allegations by Mr. Peirce; the Reader muft confulc for them 
the Book I am giving him fome Account of. 


After having done with the ancient Fathers, our Author al- 
ledges fome Teftimonies in Favour of his Caufe from fome of 
our Firft and moft Glorious Reformers; viz. Tyndall, Cran- 
mer, Latimer, Oc. which I have not room to tfanfcribe into 
this place; I fhall only obferve that after he has fet them 
down, he asks whether the Diflenting Brethren have not fome 
reafon to glory in having fo many Great Men Favourers of 
their Opinions? Mr. Peirce produces but four Teflimonies from 
our firft Reformers ; but tells us that he cou’d add innumera- 
ble others, from Bifhops, Presbyters, Martyrs, and Confeflors 
of the Church of England, to the fame Purpofe ; which for 
the fake of Brevity he here omits. 


Mr. Peirce comes inthe next place, to anfwer the Defence 
brought by Dr. Nicholls for the Largenefs of our prefent Dio- 
cefes, compar’d with thofe of the Ancient Church; one of 
which, viz, the Diocefe of Lowdown includes not only Middlea 
fex, Effex, and Part of Hertfordjhire, but alfo all the Englifh 
Colonies both in the Eaft and Weft Indies. 


And he concludes what he offers upon this whole Subje@ 
with obferving, That, whereas Dr. Nicholls will have St. Yee 
rom to confine the Power of Ordination to the Bifhops alone ; 
becaufe in his famous Epiftle to Evagriss, wherein he endea- 
vours to demonftrate that Bifhops and Presbyters are the fame 
Order ; he ufes thefe Words 5; What cana Bifhop do which a 
Preshyter cannct, except in the Matter ef Ordination? St. Seromy 
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who was much the moft Learned of the Fathers, cannot eafily 
be conceiv’d in fo fhort an Epiftle to be inconfiftent with 
himfelf : We ought therefore in Equity fo to explain this 
Paflage as to reconcile it as much as poflible with the reft of 
the Epiftle : Which if we do, St. Yerom muft be conceiv’d to 
mean that the Bifhops have the Power of Ordination invefted 
folely in them, not by the Commandment of Chrift, but bya 
Cuftom in his Time prevailing in the Church ; and the Words 
muft be thus underftood, What dors a Bifhop which a Presbyeer 
cannot (according to the prefent Ufage of the Church) du: 
Ordain ? Confonantly to this Explication, Crofts Bifhop of He- 
reford freely confefles that “* the Divine Right of Epifcopacy 
** cannot be juftly built upon any Part or Paflage of this fa. 
“* mous Epiftles.” 











fo2 March, 1710. 189 











The State of Learning. 


[chaelis Brenhardi Valentini, Medici & Philofophi Gifs 
feni, Armamentarium Nature Syftematicum, feu In- 
troductio ad Philofophiam Modernorum Naturalem, per for+ 
mam Inftitutionum, aphoriftice olim tradita, nunc vero per- 
petuo Commentario & fig. eneis illuftrata. Accedit Hiftoria 
Litteraria S. R. J. Academiz Nature Curioforum, antehac feor- 
fim continuata, nunc primtim conjunGim edita. Giflz-Haflo-. 


rum. 1709. 1% Ato p. 176. 


Hiftoria Rerum Germanicarum fub Tribus Imperatoribus 
Romano.Germanicis, Ottone I. Magno, Ottone II. & Ot. 
tone III. Geftarum, in qua multa Germanorum preclara faGa 
ab Interitu vindicantur & diftincte explicantur, ex Monumen- 
tis antiquis & Manofcriptis fide dignis accurate concinnata, > 
Joh. Philippo a Vorburg, incomparabili Hiftoriz Germanice 
Scriptore, prepofito Monafterii Grandis-Vallis, & Confiliario 
Moguntino & Herbipolenfi, &c. que hactenus guodam fato 
latuit, & nondum diftraGa fuit, nunc vero ex rultorum defi- 
deriis ob fingularem ejus utilitatem in cognofcenda Hiftoria 
Patria, bono publico, primtm in lucem é tenebris protracta 
a Friderico Knochio Bibliop: Francof. 1709. in Fol. p. 170. 

BRESLAU. 

Mr. Krants, Profeflor of Phyfick and Hiftory, and Library- 
Keeper of the College of Elizabeth, has juft now publifh’d an 
Abridgement of Univerfal Hiftory, from the Creation of the 
World to the End of the 17th Century, in 80. p. 442. This 
Book, which is writ for Young People, may be ufeful for thofe 
who wou’d underftand Hiftory, for two Reafons. Firs#, He 
relates no Matter of Fa&, for which he does not quote his 
Author, and that thefe Quotations might not hinder the Rea- 
der, he thought fit to place them at the Bottom of the Pages. 
Secondly, When he begins to fpeak of the Hiftory of any Na- 
tion in particular, he fhews the Authors that have writ at 


large of them. 
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BOOKS Publifi'd this 


HE Voice of the People 
| no Voice of God; or, 
the miftaken Arguments of a 
Fiery Zealot ina late Pamphlet 
entitled Vox Populi Vox Det, 
exc, Sold by the Bookfellers, 
“No Conqueft but the Here- 
ditary Right of Her Majefty 
and Her declared Proteftant 
Succeflors from their Saxon 
Predeceflors and A& of Settle- 
ment. Afferted in a Poftfcript 
toa Treatife entitled A Pre- 
jude to the Tryal of Skill, ec. 
Sold by ¥. Baker. 

A Remarkable Speech of one 
‘of the Learned Councel again{t 
Dr. Sacheverell. 

Wifdom and Innocency, A 
Sermon, preach’d at St, Savt- 


our’s, Southwark, Feb. 12. BY 7 


the Reverend Fofeph Bagnold, 
A.M. Printed for G. Sawbridge. 

Some Confiderations hum- 
‘bly. offer’'d to the Right Re- 
verend the Lord Bifhop of Sa- 
disbury ; occafion’d by his Lord- 
fhips Speech upon the Firft 
Article of Dr Socheverell’s Im- 
peachment. By a Lay-Hand. 
Printed for J. Morphew. 

A Colle&ion of all the Ad- 
drefles that have been prefent- 
ed to Her Majefty fince Adarch 
25- 1710. Sold by %. Mor- 
phew: 

A Sermon preach'd before 
the Queen at St. Fames Chapel 


Tie Toms of the LEARNED. 


Month, and not Abridg'd, 


March 15. By Rob. Mofs, D.D, 
Printed for R. Sareand F. Tor- 
~ fon. 

The Dangerand Mifchief of 
a mif-guided Zeal; A Sermon 
preach’d at St. Zames’s Weft min- 
fier, By William Lord Bifhop 
of Lincoln. Printed for R. Save. 

An Exhortation to Purity 
and Peace ; A Sermon preach’d 
at St. Mary le Bow, March 26. 
By S. Bradford, D. D. Printed 
for 7. Wyat. 

Britannia : A Poem with all 
Humility infcrib’d to the Fifty 
Two (not Guilty ) Lords, Prin- 
ted for 7. Morphem. 

Fudicium Auguftale ; A Ser- 
mon preach’d at the Affizes at 
Northampton, Auguft2. By 

ob Grace. Printed for7.Ward, 
A Defence of the 5 5** Canon, 
In Anfwer to fome Paflages in 
a Book intitled Refleétions 
on Mr. Bennet’s Hiftory of 
Joint-Prayer, &c. By }. Bowe 
te. Printed for R. Knaplock. 

The Prefent State of Trinity 
College in Cambridge ; In a Let- 
ter from Dr. Bently, Mafter of 
the faid College, to the Right 
Reverend Fobn Lord Bifhop of 
Ely. Printed for 4. Buldwin. 

Mr. Baron Loveil’s Charge 
to the Grand-Jury for the 
County of Devon, Apr. 5. at 

the Caftle of Exon, Printed 
for 4. Baldwin. 
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Exicon Technicum 3 or, an Univerfal Englith Dictionary 
of Arts and Sciences ; explaining not only the Terms of 
Art, but the Arts themfelves. In two Volumes. By Jobhx 
Harris, D. D, Secretary to the Royal Society, and Chaplain 
to the Lord High-Chancellor of Great-Britain. . Printed for 
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